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Digests of Recent Opinions 


ESTATES — POWERS OF AP- 
POINTMENT — CONFLICTS— 
In the absence of an expressed 
intention contra a testament- 
ary power of appointment of 
personalty of the donor is val- 
idly exercised by a will valid 
under the law of the donee’s 
domicile though such will did 
not comply with the formal 
requisites of the donor’s dom- 
icile. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Heher, J. rendered Nov 17, 1958 
Supreme Court. Guaranty v. 
Stevens. For appellants—Charles 
Danzig. For defendant respond- 
ents—John J. Gibbons (Cru 


nana er 
mmy, 





Gibbons & O’Neil attys) 
plaintiff respondent — Char 
W. Hutchinson (Emory, Lang: 


Lamb & Blake, attys). 

Joseph Oathwaite died in New 
Jersey in 1902 leaving a will un- 
der which he bequeathed part of 
his estate, all personalty, in trust 
for his daughter Margaret. The 


death the principal of the trust 
was given, devised be- 
queathed”.. . unto such persons 
and in such interests and pro- 
portions as said daughter shall 
in her last will and testament in 
that behalf direct, limit and ap- 
point and in default of such di- 
rection limitation and appoint- 
then absolutely unto her 
her surviving in equal 


an 
all 














died in 1956 domi- 
1 California and leaving 
unwitnessed hologra 
a Jan. 5, 1954 
ported to exercise th 
ziven in her father’s 
was valid under C ia 
was duly admitted to 
there. The 
hether it is effective to con- 
tute an exercise of the power 
ppointment conferred by her 
ier’s will. Appellant contends 
tis not an effective exercise of 
the power because her will w 
t executed in accordance \ 
requirements of our law 
2 valid effective will and hen 
vas not a “will” under our law 
Held: While there are cases in 
Jersey apparently holdin 
ontra, the rule now commonly 
cepted is that barring a defi- 
testamentary expression 
ntra, the execution of a power 
: appointment by will may be 
y a will conforming to the 
lities of the law 
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of the 
nee’s domicile, as a fulfillment 
the donor’s intention, and 
at such will need not conform 
he requirements of the state 
estator’s domicile. 

common intendment 
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r had in view an exercise 
e delegated appointive pow- 
will, an ambulatory in- 
ent to the exclusion of an 
vivos act, and this testa- 
ry design was fulfilled by 


law of her own domicile 
time of her death. That 
vas his intent and purpose 
nigh irresistible. To hold 
vise would be to indulge 
arbitrary and illusive and 
Ceo 


distort the sense and signifi 
“¢ of the words “last will and 
“tament” and thus to subvert 
donor’s essential plan of an 
“pointment by an instrument 
“tuted by the donee animo 
‘andi. The donor’s will did not 
“dition appointment to a will 
“cuted in accordance with New 
“sey statute but merely to a 
“Ing animo testandi which 
“Ud be the donee’s “last will 
- testament”. The instrument 
“€ involved is the donee’s “last 
“ and testament” under the 


> 


"of her domicile and is a will 








sufficient in law to dispose of 
her personalty wherever situate, 
in New Jersey or elsewhere. 

The English law and the Re- 
statement of the Law of Conflicts 
now set forth the rule as being 
that unless otherwise confined 
by the donor, the donee’s execu- 
tion of a power of appointment 
of movables is valid if the execu- 
tion complies with the formali- 
ties of either the domicile of the 
donor or that of the donee. The 
rule of “either domicile” is 
grounded in reason and logic, 
as in aid of intention not other- 
wise confined. 

The validity of bequests of 
personalty depends on the law 
of the testator’s domicile and 
such a will executed according 
to the lex domicilii is operative 
on personal property wherever 
situate. By the same token such 
a will is equally effective as an 
appointment barring an express- 
ed intention contra by the donor. 

Affirmed. 


Penna. Court Rules On 
Jersey Alimony and 
Property Settlement Law 


The Supreme Court of Penn- 


effect of a judgment nisi and the 
law of New Jersey with respect 
to alimony and property settle- 
ments, deciding somewhat novel 


questions of New Jersey law in 
the course of its decision. 
In the matter before the court 


New Jersey decedent had en- 
tered into an arrangement with 
h former wife whereby he 
greed to pay her $50 per week 
* her life in lieu of alimony; 








uld continue life insurance 
olicies on his life with the 
former wife to receive $250 per 
nth t herefrom after his death 


r life: and would give sole 
use and possession of their home 

Collingswood to her for life, 
decedent to pay taxes, and fire 
insurance on the property and 
to paint the exterior. The pro- 
visions of this oral agreement 


were incorporated in the decree 
nisi 
The former wife’s claim for 


payments resisted by the 
decedent’s widow and benefici- 
aries who argued that New Jer- 
sey is an “alimony” state and 
that alimony payments as such 
terminate on the death of the 
husband. 

In rejecting this defense, the 
court ruled that the claim is 
governed by New Jersey law ir- 
respective of whether it arises 
out of the decree, which is en- 
titled to full faith and credit, or 
out of contract executed in New 
Jersey by residents thereof; that 
property settlements and con- 
tracts and decrees embodying 
them are valid in New Jersey 
and are not terminated by death 
unless the parties so provide; 
hat an agreement whereby a 
husband agrees to pay his wife a 
weekly sum for life in lieu of 
alimony is lawful and is not ali- 
mony but a contractual obliga- 
tion which continues against the 
husband’s estate, and that the 
agreement and decree here in- 
volved both provide for a prop- 
erty settlement, which continues 
as an obligation of decedent, and 
not for alimony, which would 
terminate on his death. 

The Supreme Court of Penn- 
sylvania accordingly ruled in 
favor of the former wife’s claim. 

The decision was rendered in 
Estate of William H. Scott, opin- 
ion by Bell, J. filed Nov. 10, 1958. 
John Henry Reiners, Jr., of 
Camden, was one of the attor- 
neys engaged in the litigation. 


was 
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Union Daily Calls At 


9:30 A.M. 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW 
JERSEY 

Starting December lst, 1958, | 


the daily calendar call of all 
Superior and County civil cases 
in Union County will be made by 
1ent Judge, Walter L. 
Hetfield, III, at 9:30 A. M. 


AmBar Foundation Will 
Research Space Law 


f directors of the 
Foundation, at its 
g here, approved 
the establishment of a new re- 
search project on “The Law of 
Outer Space.” It will embrace 
a comprehensive study of all 
available space law material, in- 
cluding a review and summary 
of various proposals made to 
date for the control and use of 
outer space. 

The proposal for the inaugu- 
ration of this timely project was 


The board o 
American Bar 
recent meetin: 

















Submitted to the foundation by 
the ABA special committee on 
the law of outer space, a unit 
of the section of international 
and comparati law. 

David F. Maxwell of Philadel- 





ident of ABA, is 





phia, past pre 
chairman. 
The project report will be used 
by the special mmittee in as- 
sisting and counseling the house 
select committee on astronau- 
tics and space exploration which 
meets early ne year in Wash- 
he subject. 
$s survey report 

















The foundation’ 


will be indexed and catalogued, 
to make available a complete 
bibliographic record of all exist- 
ing material in this relatively 


new field of 


Bar Urged To Make More 
Use of Psychiatry In 
Legal Practice 

NEW YORK (ACCN)—A re- 
search project with the purpose 
of seeking better ways for law- 





yers to determine guilt, settle 
disputes, fix punishment and ar- 
rive at compensation for injuries 
was suggested at a recent sem- 
inar on “Psychiatry as a Tool 


for Lawyers.”’ 


The seminar was sponsored by 














the New York County Lawyers 
Assn. and was attended by judg- 
es, lawyers, psychiatrists and 
physicians. 

Dr. Lawrence S 2, New 
York neurologi psychiatrist 
and psychoanalyst, v suggest- 
ed the resea at the 
seminar, said 1 and psy- 
chiatrists should organize a 
foundation to sponsor the proj- 
ect. 

He added that the research 


> 25 and even 


projects would t 
out. Present 


50 years to carry 
legal procedures, he suggested, 
should be tested in mock trials 
with faithful reproduction of all 
kinds of actual trials 

The tests would try to estab- 
lish scientifically such questions, 
he said, as whether trials before 
a jury alone, before a judge 
alone or before judge and jury 
came closest to the truth and 
consumed the least time and ex- 
penditure. 

Another 
Herbert C. Modin 
ninger foundation told the sem- 
inar that people ined under- 
standing of others as they stud- 
ied the motivating effects of 
their own needs and wants. 

Prof. Harold D. Lasswell of 
Yale law school asserted that 
lawyers’ assessment of psychia- 
tric and related factors “needs 
to become as commonplace as 
parking tickets.” 









psychiatrist, Prof. 
of the Men- 


oo 


| 


By the Hon. Joseph Weintraub* | 


| I need scarcely repeat that in 
terms of human experiences our 
| magistrates preside in the most 
important courts in the state. 
To appreciate that this is so, 
we need but look at the nature 
and number of the matters they 
handle. 

| Our municipal courts have 
jurisdiction over local ordinance 
violations, a wide variety of dis- 
orderly persons offenses (you 
will recall that in 1951 the Leg- 
islature augmented the list by 
downgrading some 56 offenses 
from crimes to disorderly con- 
duct); violations of the motor 





~ Judges To Address 
Essex Bar 


Annual Meeting and Election of 
Officers December 1 





Chief Justice Weintraub and 
representatives of all of the divi- | 
sions of the courts sitting in 
Essex County, will address the 
Essex County Bar Association at 
its annual meeting on Monday 
evening, Dec. 1, at the Downtown 
Club in Newark. The meeting at 
which the judges address the 
association, report on the work 
in the courts and discuss mutual 
problems has become an annual 
custom. In addition to the Chief 
Justice, guests will include 
Judges Harold A. Price, Alexan- 
der P. Waugh, Mark A. Sullivan, 
Jr., James R. Giuliano, Harry W. 
Lindeman, Jacob S. Glickenhaus 
and Nicholas Castellano as rep- 
resentatives of their respective 
courts. 

The election of officers for the 
coming year will also take place 
at this meeting. The slate sub- 
mitted by the nominating com- 
mittee, thus far unopposed is: 
President—David Stoffer 
V. President—Alfred L. Padula 
Secretary—James R. Lacey 
Treasurer—Vincent P. Biunno 
Trustee (3 year term)— 

Joseph D. Lintott 
Delegate to the House of Dele- 
gates of the American Bar As- 
sociation (2 year term)— 
Joseph H. Stamler 
Judiciary Committee (3)— 
Joseph A. Hayden 
Joseph A. Weisman 
Alfred C. Clapp 
Nominating Committee (3)— 
Adrian M. Foley, Jr. 
Adrian M. Unger 
Ward J. Herbert 


Bergen Bar To Get 
Preview of New County 
Building Wing 


The Annual Meeting and Elec- 
tion of Officers and Trustees of 
the Bergen County Par Associa- 
tion will be held in Room 16, 
Court House, Hackensack, on 
Tuesday, December 2nd, 1958 at 
4 P.M. 

Architect’s renderings of the 
jury court rooms and hearing 
rooms which will be in the new 
wing of the County Administra- 
tive Building will be shown at 
the meeting and representatives 
of York and Sawyer, architects 
for the administrative building 
wing now under construction, 
| will present slides showing the 
various facilities of special in- 
terest to attorneys, including the 
plans for the Prgsecutor’s Office, 
identification department and 
the County Clerk and Surro- 
| gate’s offices. Freeholder E. Mer- 
| rill Seaberg, chairman of the 
special building committee, also 
will be present to answer ques- 
| tions. 


The Municipal Courts 


vehicle and traffic laws and of 


| the fish and game laws; a num- 


ber of crimes when the accused 
waives indictment and trial by 
jury; and a host of miscellaneous 
offenses scattered throughout 
our statutes. The penalties range 
from a modest fine for overtime 
parking to revocation of the 
important license to drive; they 
include a maximum of one year’s 
imprisonment and a fine of 
$1000 for disorderly persons of- 
fenses and three years in State’s 
prison and a fine of $1000 for 
petit larceny. During the last 
full year for which information 
is available, the municipal courts 
collected fines, costs and for- 
feitures totaling $8,658,867, 
placed 3,371 convicted defend- 
ants on probation, and _ sent 
19,702 persons to jail. Thus while 
the municipal court is of limited 
criminal jurisdiction, it none- 
theless is vested with extensive 
power affecting property and 
liberty. 

Last year the municipal courts 
disposed of 1,315,491 cases, not 
including the 13,006 matters re- 
ferred to the grand jury and 
10,596 neighborhood disputes 
handled on informal notice in 
lieu of complaint. The bulk of 
these cases, of course, involved 
traffic law violations, most of 
which were handled in the vio- 
lations bureaus following guilty 
pleas. There were, however, 
215,487 traffic matters and 74,- 
695 criminal or quasi- criminal 
-ases actually heard in court. 
Compare this record with the 
fact that during the same period 
our county courts disposed of 
10,056 indictments and accusa- 
tions and all of the courts in 
the state, other than the muni- 
cipal court, handled a total of 
206,471 cases, most of which 
never reached the trial stage. 

These figures show that a 
very substantial percentage of 
our citizens are directly involved 
with our municipal courts, to say 
nothing of the thousands who 
appear as witnesses or specta- 
tors. For most of them, it is their 
only contact with the judicial 
process. The impressions they 
receive serve to shape their 
opinion of the judicial system, 
our laws and law enforcement. 
We cannot permit that opinion 
to be anything but one of con- 
fidence and respect. 

I am sure everyone will agree 
that the municipal courts of to- 
day are a vast improvement over 
the haphazard assortment of 
local courts that preceded them. 
The majority of our magistrates 
are capable and conscientious 
and are doing a good job. But 
there are limitations upon over- 
all performance which inhere in 
the very nature and structure of 
the municipal court system. So 
long as our present arrangement 
continues, we cannot hope to 
achieve the quality of justice 
and the high degree of public 
confidence and respect which we 
must have. 

We have 567 municipalities 
ranging from the City of Newark 
with a population in excess of 
half a million to Island Beach 
Borough with all of 13 inhabit- 
ants. Some 39 municipalities have 
no municipal court and rely 
upon the county district court. 
The remaining 528 maintain a 
total of 489 separate courts, 19 
of which are joint courts serv- 
ing more than one municipality. 
These 489 courts are presided 





(Continued on page 5, col. 1) 





*Address delivered by Chief Justice Wein- 
traub to the New Jersey League of Municipel 
Attorneys on Thursday, November 20, 1959 
at the Haddon Hall, Atlantic City. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





{he would have no difficulty in 


|complying with the judgment. 


MECHANICS’ LIENS — The re- | “giving” of notice and “serving” |He had no interest in the reten- 
quirement of R.S, 2A:44-71 as | of notice. Additionally, the stat- | tion of the referendum involved 
amended by L. 1957 c. 232 that | ute provides much less detail as | but sought rather, by his appeal, 


notice of the filing of the no- 
tice of intention be given to! 
the owner within 5 days of | 
such filing is satisfied by a/| 
mailing of such notice within 
5 days by registered mail | 
though not received within | 
said period. 
Digested from an opinion by | 
Fulop, J. C. C. rendered Nov. 20, | 
1958. Union County Dist. Ct. | 
Apex v. Elliot. For plaintiff — | 
Louis Asarnow. For defendants— | 
Rocco F. De Paola. | 
Plaintiff materialman filed a | 
Mechanics’ Notice of Intention | 
on Feb. 18, 1958 and mailed | 
notice thereof by registered mail | 
to defendant owners on Feb. 21. | 
The notice was not received by | 
the owners until Feb. 25. They | 
contend the notice of intention | 
is invalid as to them because | 
they did not receive notice of the | 
filing thereof within 5 days as| 
required by RS. 2A:44-77 as} 
amended by Chap 232 Laws of | 
1957. Plaintiff contends the stat- 
ute is sufficiently complied with 
if the notice is mailed by reg- 
istered mail within the five days, 
though not received within that 
time. 
Held: The statute provides that | 
notice “be given within five days 


of such filing to the owner .. .|§ 


personally or by registered mail, 
to the last known address and | 
unless such notice ... be so given, 
the filing ... shall have no force 
or effect”. 

There is a difference between 
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wail 





;opinion rendered Nov. 
‘Supreme Court. Botkin v. West- 


to the method of giving the no- 
tice than does the very same 
statute in its stop notice provi- 
sions where service on the own- 


of service carefully prescribed. 

The word “give” 
meanings. In the sense here used 
it means to deliver or commun- 
icate. The method of delivery is 
prescribed—it may be personally 
or by registered mail. The two 
are coordinate and equal one to 
the other. In addition, the stat- 
ute makes mailing to the “last 
known address” sufficient. The 
obvious implication is that the 
claimant is not obligated to seek 
out the owner wherever he may 
be. If the last known address is 
not correct, the statute never- 
theless makes the mailing suf- 
ficient. Further, until the amend- 
ment in question, notice from 
the public record of filing was 
deemed sufficient without any 
mailing or delivery. Persons 


pected to look in the public rec- 
ords and the additional mailing 
is merely to alert the owner. It 


fly to Europe or Asia to serve 
the owner within 5 days nor is it 
supposed the claim is to be 
granted or withheld depending 
on whether the mailman can 
find the owner within 5 days. 
The mailing to the last known 
address within 5 days is suffic- 
ient. 
Judgment for plaintiff. 


MUNICIPAL LAW—ELECTIONS 
—APPEAL—The County Clerk 
has no standing to appeal from 
a judgment removing a mun- 
icipal referendum from _ the 
baliot where the municipality 
has resolved not to appeal and 
the County Clerk could comply 
without difficulty. 

Digested from a per curiam 

10 1958. 


wood. For appellant—Milton T. 
Lasher. For respondents—Paul 
T. Huckin and Thomas P. Cook. 

The Appellate Division deter- 
mined that a referendum pro- 
posed by the Borough of West- 
wood under R.S. 19:37-1 et seq. 
as amended should be removed 
from the ballot. One judge dis- 
sented. The governing body of 
the borough resolved not to ap- 
peal. The County Clerk, however, 
did appeal. 

Held: The County Clerk agreed 
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to obtain a declaration for fu- 
ture guidance and thus, in ef- 
\fect, to convert the appeal into 
a proceeding for a declaratory 


}er is provided and the method | judgment. 


The sole party to the proceed- 


has many |ings in actual interest was the 


borough. By its resolution not to 
appeal, the Borough indicated 
|its acquiescence in the judgment 
and in essence a change with re- 
spect to its desire to have the 
referendum on the ballot. The 
County Clerk could not seek a 
judgment contrary to the wishes 
of the borough. 
Appeal dismissed. 
INSURANCE — It is contrary to 
public policy to indemnify a 
person for loss incurred as a 
result of his own wilful wrong- 
doing, such as assault and bat- 
tery, but this policy does not 
apply to liability imposed on 











dealing with property are ex- | 





|seems clear the Legislature did | 
|not intend that a lien claimant 


an insured for an assault and 

battery in which he himself 

took no part and did not direct 
or authorize. 

INSURANCE — PARTNERSHIP 
—Policy which insures part- 
nership as named_ insured 
against liability for injuries 
eaused by an assault and bat- 
tery “unless committed by or 
at the direction of the insur- 
ed’’, covers the partnership for 
liability for an assault and 
battery commited by a partner 
which was not committed at 
the direction or with the 
knowledge and consent of the 
other partners. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Proctor, J. rendered Nov. 17, 1958. 
Supreme Court. Malanga v. Man- 
ufacturers. For appellant—Vin- 
cent D. Enright, Jr. (McKeown, 
Harth & Enright, attys). For 
respondents—Samuel H. Nelson 
(Parnell & Krueger, attys). 

Defendant issued its compre- 
hensive liability policy to George, 
Alfred and Louis Malanga t/a 
Mal Bros. Trucking Co. and Mal 
Bros. Contracting Company. The 
named insured is a partnership. 
The policy agrees to indemnify 
against liability for bodily in- 
jury caused by accident, provides 
that “assault and battery shall 
be deemed an accident unless 
committed by or at the direction 
of the insurred” and defines “in- 
sured” as including the named 
insured and any officer, director 
or stockholder while acting in 
the scope of his duties as such 
and if the named insured is a 
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partnership, as “including any 
[partner therein but only with 
respect to his liability as such.” 
| While the policy was in effect 
| Alfred Malanga, one of the part- 
ners, in the course of partner- 
ship work, committed an assault 
and battery, on one Thompson. 
Thompson sued the partnership 
and George and Alfred individu- 
ally. He recovered judgment 
against all three for $7,500 com- 
pensatory and $10,000 punitive 
damages. On refusal of the in- 
surer to pay the judgment, the 
partnership paid the judgment 
and instituted the present action 


for reimbursement. Judgment 
was rendered in its favor and 
the insurer appeals. 

Held: Alfred Malanga. as a 


partner, is an insured under the 
policy. But, as he committed the 
assault he is excluded from cov- 


erage because, as to him, the 
assault and battery cannot be 
deemed an accident. However, 


the exclusory clause in the pro- 
vision as to assault is without 
effect as to an insured who 
neither committed nor directed 
the commission of the assault 
and battery. The reason the pol- 
}icy denies coverage of an assault 
and battery committed by or at 
the direction of an insured is 
that it would be contrary to pub- 
lic policy to indemnify a person 
for a loss incurred as a result of 
his own willful wrongdoing. But 
that public policy is not applic- 
able where liability is imposed 





on an insured for an assault and 


U.S. District Court Decision 





ATTACHMENT 

Plaintiff, a corporation of New 
Jersey, admittedly indebted to 
defendant, a corporation of 
Michigan, instituted this suit in 
attachment against defendant 
by attaching the moneys due 
from plaintiff to defendant. The 
debt arose out of a contract un- 
der which defendant had done 
certain work for plaintiff. In the 
attachment suit plaintiff alleged 
that it was being sued by an em- 
ployee of defendant for injuries 
sustained in the course of that 
work and defendant, under the 
contract, was to indemnify plain- 
tiff for such claims. The affidavit 
on which the writ of attachment 
issued sets up the foregoing. De- 
fendant moves to dismiss the ac- 
tion and quash the writ on the 





battery in which he himself took 
no part. Therefore, the exclusory 
clause of the assault and battery 
provision is without effect as to 
the plaintiff partnership unless 
the assault and battery commit- 
ted by Alfred can be deemed to 
have been committed by or at 
the direction of the partnership. 


Defendant argues that since 
the assault and battery was 
committed by a partner in the 


course of the partnership busi- 
ness his act is imputed to the 
partnership under N. J. S. 42:1- 
13 and therefore the partnership 
and all of its members, under 
N. J. S. 42:1-15, must be exclud- 
ed from coverage. The cited 
statutes are merely declaratory 
of the common law principle 
that the partnership and every 
member thereof is liable for 
torts committed by one of its 
members acting in the scope of 
the firm business, though they 
do not participate in, or ratify, 
or have Knowledge of such torts. 
It is one of the risks assumed 
by a partnership and a partner- 
ship may indemnify itself 
against such risks. The policy 
here involved, by its terms, in- 
demnifies the partnership as 
such for this liability which the 
law imposes on it for the acts of 
its individual partners. And, as 
indicated, there is no public pol- 
icy which precludes such in- 
demnity where there was no in- 
tentional commission of a wrong 
by the principal. 

In the present case the part- 
nership is recognized by the pol- 
icy as an entity distinct from its 
individual partners. The situa- 
tion is comparable to that where 
a corporation seeks indemnity 
from liability arising out of an 
assault committed by one of its 
officers. There is no contention 
Alfred’s act was authorized, di- 
rected, consented to or perform- 
ed with the knowledge of the 
other partners. When Alfred 
committed the assault his posi- 
tion in relation to the partner- 
ship was no different from that 
of a foreman or other employee. 
Since it cannot be said the as- 
sault was committed by or at the 
direction of the insured partner- 
ship there is no reason to deny 
it the indemnity which it has 
purchased. This should not, of 
course, benefit Alfred individu- 
ally and the issue of his liability 
to defendant insurer under its 
subrogation is not in any way 
affected by this determination. 

Affirmed. 


ground plaintiff could not at- 
tach assets in its own hands and 
that the affidavit on which the 
writ was issued was defective 
and insufficient. 

Held: There is a dearth of au- 
thority in New Jersey as 
whether jurisdiction over a non- 
resident can be obtained by ; 
plaintiff issuing a writ of attach- 
ment against property in 
possession belonging to the de- 
fendant. The decisions in othe 
jurisdictions are in _ conflict 
Those disapproving the practice 
have done so on the theory that 
attachment is an extraordinary 
remedy in derogation of : 
common law, that therefore 
strict compliance with statutory 
provisions is mandatory, 
that the objective of the garn- 
ishment was to reach property 
or rights in the hands of a third 
person only. The New Jersey 
Attachment Act is silent on ¢ 
specific right of a plaintiff 
attach property in his own hands 
but it provides that the act 
to be liberally construed 
remedial law for the protectior 
of resident and nonresident 
creditors and claimants”. In the 
light of this direction thers 
no reason to deny a plaintiff the 
right to attach assets of a non- 
resident defendant merely be- 
cause the plaintiff itself holds 
the asset. 

As to the other attack, the af- 
fidavit on which the writ was is- 
sued contains the facts and alle- 
gations mentioned and is suffic- 
ient. It makes out a prima facie 
case and that is all that is re- 
quired. 

Motion denied. 

Opinion by Forman, C. J. filed 
Nov. 11 in U.S. Steel v. Commer- 
cial. Civil +1141-58. 
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Announcement 


Frederick J. Johnson, Jr 
West Allenhurst, is now a 
ated with Abraham R. Klitzman 
and Charles B. Klitzman. with 
offices at 710 Mattison Avenue 
Asbury Park. Mr. Johnson was 
formerly associated with the of 
fices of Thomas F. Shebe.l 
Asbury Park. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


ESTATES — TAXATION — The 
scheme of the New Jersey Ap- 
portionment statute, N. J. S. 
3A:25-33, is that in the absence 
of a clear contrary intent, the 
recipients of assets properly 
includable in the taxable es- 
tate shall pay a pro rata share 
of the tax. 

—An apportionment statute be- 
gins where the federal act and 
determination leaves off. 

—In the absence of an express 
intention contra a _ divorced 
spouse is liable for the share 
of the estate tax attributable 
to amounts payable under a 
separation agreement which 
the federal authorities have 
included in the taxable estate. 

ESTATES — CONFLICTS — The 
state courts will not, in an ap- 
portionment action, determine 
complicated problems of fed- 
eral taxation. 

ESTATES — An executor is not 
required to litigate debatable 
questions of estate tax deduct- 
ibility in the absence of a de- 
mand therefor with tender of 
indemnification for attorney’s 
fees and costs. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Burling, J. rendered Nov. 17, 
1958. Supreme Court. Hale v. 
Leeds. For appellant — Saul J. 
Zucker (Kristeller, Zucker, Low- 
enstein & Cohen, attys.) For re- 
spondents — Elmer J. Bennett 
Carpenter, Bennett & Morris- 
sey, attys). 

Plaintiff sought reimburse- 
ment for federal taxes. Defend- 


appealed. 

Plaintiff is the former wife of 
decedent. In 1938 plaintiff and 
decedent entered into a separa- 
tion agreement in New York. In 
consideration of plaintiff’s sur- 
render of her marital rights, she 
was to receive, as later amended 
by subsequent agreement, the 
roceeds of three life insurance 

icies totaling $74,600, if she 
urvived decedent. Decedent 
greed to pay the premiums 
the policies and not to change 
the beneficiary clauses of the 
policies nor borrow on or sur- 
render same without plaintiffs 
consent. The parties were divorc- 
in 1939. Decedent died testate 








ed 





in New Jersey in 1955 his will 


providing for payment of estate 
and inheritance taxes out of his 
residuary estate but expressly 
excepting any taxes payable or 
assessed on the policies payable 
to plaintiff. 

The defendants, executors of 
decedents estate, voluntarily in- 
cluded in the Estate Tax Return 
the policies mentioned but noted 
thereon that plaintiff questioned 
the taxability thereof and the 
propriety of such inclusion. At 
an auditing of the estate, plain- 
tiff’s counsel presented their 
views as to non-taxability or 
non-includability of the policies 
but the District Director includ- 
ed the policies in the estate for 
tax purposes. 

Held: Assuming the includa- 
bility of the policies in the 
taxable estate, the issue is 
whether a pro-rata share of the 
tax assessment on the proceeds 
of life policies payable to a di- 
vorced spouse pursuant to a sep- 
aration agreement must. be 
borne by the spouse. There are 
two statutes, one federal and one 
state. (Sec. 2206 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 and NWJ.S. 
3A:25-31) 
situation. Our statute provides 
that a “transferee” of assets tax- 
ed as part of the estate shall be 
liable for his pro-rata share of 
the tax unless the decedent di- 
rected otherwise. The federal 
statute directs that a benefic- 
iary of life insurance policies 
the proceeds of which are taxed 
as part of the estate, shall pay 


his pro-rata share of the tax 
unless the decedent directed 
otherwise. 

Plaintiff contends neither 


statutes applies to her as she is 
not a “transferee” under the 
N. J. statute, nor a “beneficiary” 
under the Federal statute, but 
is a creditor of the estate having 
surrendered valuable marital 
property rights in exchange for 
the policies. 

The New York courts have 
taken the position that the di- 
vorced spouse is a creditor and 
is therefore not obligated to con- 
tribute to payment of estate 
taxes. Pennsylvania, on the 
other hand, has decided its ap- 
portionment statute does apply 
to assets included in the federal 
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applicable to such a} 


taxable estate which are paid to 
a divorced spouse pursuant to a 
separation agreement. This court 
is of the view that the Pennsyl- 
vania Courts, reached the prop- 
er conclusion 

The New Jersey Act was en- 


acted to correct what were deem- 
ed to be inequities in the com- 
mon law rule. Under the statute 


the scheme is: 


In the absence of 
a clear cont 1 


y intent, the re- 





cipients assets properly in- 
cludable in the taxable estate of 
a decedent shall pay a share of 
the tax in the proportion that 


the assets so received have con- 
tributed to the tax liability. 

The apportionment act makes 
no distinction as to status of 
transferees. Nor is it a taxing 
statute. What is or is not tax- 
able is a matter of policy for the 
federal government. Once the 
decision is made by the federal 
government to include amounts 
|payable under separation agree- 
ments in the taxable estate, 
then, in the absence of an ex- 
pressed intention to the contrary 
by the decedent, the design of 
the apportionment statute is to 
have the recipient of the asset 
absorb the share of the estate 
tax attributable thereto. 

Plaintiff next raises the ques- 
tion of whether the proceeds of 
the policies were properly in- 
cludable in the estate tax. This 
will not be resolved because or- 
|dinarily proration begins where 
ithe federal determination leaves 
|off and complicated questions of 
federal taxation should not be 
|}determined in the State courts 
j|but should be left to the Trea- 
|sury Department with review in 
|the federal courts. An exception 
|may exist where the action is to 
|surcharge a fiduciary for mis- 
|conduct or gross neglect in pay- 
jing a clearly improper tax. 

In the instant case some ques- 


‘tion is raised concerning the fact 






| that the defendants voluntarily 
| included the proceeds of the poli- 
icies in the federal estate tax re- 


turn. But this d not necessi- 


oes 


| tate a departure from the ordin- 
lary rule federal tax 
| questions should not be litigated 
in the state forur Under the 
federal law, plaintiff can still lit- 
igate the propriety of the 
linclusion of policy pro- 
ceeds by making ae claim 
for refund If this is not 
/sO, still no reason exists for re- 
{quiring the executors to have 


litigated the matter. The deduct- 
ability was at least debatable. It 
|was prudent to include the pro- 
ceeds and avoid possible penal- 
ties and intere for non inclu- 


sion. If plaintiff desired to liti- | 
de- | 
| 
yh the exec- | 


Director’s 





gate the Distri 
termination thre 
utors, she should have demand- 


jug 


ed they prosecute the action in! 
1 tender of in- | 
demnification for attorney’s fees 


their name witt 


and costs. 
Affirmed. 


LAW — Disburse- 
capital improve- 


MUNICIPAL 
ments from 


ment fund raised by bond is- | 


sue under R.S. 40:1-1 et seq, 
for legal and engineering fees, 
is improper; such disburse- 
ments from bond proceeds are 
limited by R.S. 40:1-55 to the 
amount specified therefor in 
the bond ordinance. 

LIMITATIONS — ACTIONS IN 
LIEU OF PREROGATIVE 
WRIT — A suit to enforce a 
continuing obligation of a 
municipality to correct a wrong 
is timely if brought promptly 
on acquisition of the know- 
ledge of the wrong. 


Digested from an opinion by 
rendered Nov. | 


Weintraub, C. J 
17, 1958. Supreme Court. Middle- 
sex Concrete et als v. Borough 
of Carteret. For appellants—Mel- 
vin J. Koestler (Koestler 


—Roland A. Winter (Jacobson & 
| Winter, attys). 


Plaintiffs alleged unlawful di- | 


versions of moneys raised by 
bond issue for a capital improve- 
ment and sought judgment for 
restoration of the fund and re- 


& | 
Koestler, attys). For respondents | 


straint against further diver- 
sions. Defendants had summary 
judgment and plaintiffs appeal. 

By ordinance adopted in 1951, 
,defendant «municipality author- 
Nzed improvements to its sewer 
system and the issuance of bonds 
under R.S. 40:1-1 et seq. fixing 
the amount of the bonds at $2,- 
600,000. 

R.S. 40:1-55 provides that in 
‘determining the cost of an im- 
provement to be financed under 
this article, engineering and 
legal expenses may be included 
jbut no bonds may be issued to 
|finance such items unless the 
|total amount included therefor 
|be separately stated in the bond 
‘ordinance. The ordinance, refer- 
ring to this section of the stat- 
jute, fixed for these items “an 
jamount not exceeding $164,000.” 
| The bonds were duly issued, 
ithe funds realized, and by April 
| 1954 over 2 million dollars was 
| spent including $194,049.72 at- 
jtributable to items under RS. 
oe being $30,049.72 over the 
| $164,000 so earmarked. The ex- 
;cess was thus disbursed from 
;moneys earmarked for the cap- 
jital improvement itself. Addi- 
{tional withdrawals were there- 
after made totaling $81,998.66 for 
engineering fees and legal fees 
in defending another action, still 
pending, by the same corporate 
plaintiff against the municipal- 
ity on claims for over $1 million 
;}On work done on the project. 

Promptly on learning of these 
expenditures plaintiffs institut- 
ed the present suit seeking re- 
storation of the excess over 
$164,000. 

Defendants contend that if 
they succeed in defense of plain- 
tiff’s damage suit there will be 
no harm since all other claims 
have been paid, that the recip- 
ients of the money should have 
been made parties defendant, 
and that the present suit was 
out of time. 

Held: The disbursements in 
excess of $164,000 were from the 
capital improvement fund ac- 
count and were unauthorized. 
The argument that there will be 
enough realized from the bonds 
ito cover the excess expenditures 
lis based on the erroneous as- 
}sumption that the excess of 
funds raised by the bond issue 
over the cost of improvements 
could be transferred to the gen- 
eral funds of the borough and 
be used for current expenses. 
R.S. 40:1-85 after providing that 
the proceeds shall be used only 
for the purposes for which the 
bonds were authorized directs 








‘that any excess remaining shall 


be transferred to a reserve or 
sinking fund for the retirement 
of debt or may be appropriated 
for any other purpose which has 
the same or a longer period of 
usefulness and which this act 
authorizes to be financed by is- 
suance of bonds. The Bond Law 
was carefully drawn to foster 
acceptance of municipal bond 
issues. 

Joinder of the recipients of 
the funds was not necessary. 
Plaintiffs did not seek to recap- 
ture these payments which may 
legally have been due. They 
seek only to have the deficiency 
replaced from some lawful 
source and that obligation is 
plain. 

Nor was the suit out of time. 
This is not a suit to review the 
validity of some formal action 
within the granted authority of 
the municipality. In fact there 
was no such action. In essence 
the suit is to enforce a continu- 
ing obligation to repair a wrong, 
and was brought promptly on 
knowledge of the wrong. There 
was no event, prior to acquisi- 
tion of knowledge of the wrong, 
which could operate to start the 
running of time under R.R. 4:88- 
15(a). 

Reversed and remanded with 
direction to enter judgment (1) 
ordering defendant to pay $112,- 
048.38 into the capital fund ac- 
count and to include said item in 
the budget for the ensuing fiscal 
year except insofar as restora- 
tion is made prior thereto by 
lawful transfers of other funds 
and (2) restraining disburse- 
ment of funds in the account ex- 
cept in compliance with the 
bond law. 
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JUDICIAL SALARIES AND JUDICIAL QUALITY 


If, as has been stated in these columns recently, the quality of 
justice depends upon the caliber of lawyers appointed to the bench, 
then consideration must be given to the matter of adequate judicial 
Salaries in our state courts. If we want the best, we ought to be 
prepared to pay for it. Nor should occasional exceptions deter us in 
doing justice to the preponderance of excellent judges and making 
possible the attraction of only the best qualified lawyers to judicial 
service. 


As we all know, the salaries of the Chief Justice, Justices of the 
Supreme Court and Judges of the Superior Court are the same today 
as in 1948. There is no risk of contradiction in making the sweeping 
statement that there is probably no office, position or occupation, 
public or private, whose financial compensation has not been sub- 
Stantially raised in those ten years. That fact has been the necessary 
corollary of rising costs of living or in recognition of incongruous dis- 
proportion in the emoluments of an office. 


In 1948, the salary of the Governor was $20,000. It has since 
risen to $30,000. The salaries of the legislators have risen from $500 
to $5,000. Those of the Judges of the United States District Court 
have gone up from $15,000 to $22,500, and those of the Circuit Court 
from $17,500 to $25,500. It is difficult to rationalize the contrasting 
treatment of the Justices and Judges of our Courts. 


It has been said that the honor of wearing the robe, and the 
non-contributory pension more than compensate and that there is 
never a paucity of candidates for vacancies at the existing salary 
level. As to the pension, it must be remembered that since 1908, 
such has been the inflexible policy of our State for the higher Courts. 
It is amply justified by the clear fact that one who rises to the 
bench casts away, to be regained only in exceptional cases, that 
which would normally have provided the means of sustenance in 
declining years—his practice, built up by the individual’s personal 
labor, ability and integrity. Without such pension, rare indeed would 
be the man who would take the bench. It would be open only to the 
independently wealthy or those who have spent the most productive 
years of their lives in building a nest egg sufficient to provide income 
in their later years. If we were compelled to the latter choice we 
would be limited to those advanced years and the Courts would be 


deprived of the most productive period of the judge’s life span. It is} 


because of absolute necessity that Federal (where the pension is at 
full salary) and State offer the non-contributory pension. 

It must be admitted that the pension is a benefit having much to 
do with attracting competent men. But it is no answer whatever to 
the need to supply the judge during his active years with adequate 
means to support himself and his family. He is entitled to earnings 
in accordance, first, with an economic level approaching that which 
would be his in private practice, and, second, in accord with his 
position in the community. Since it is desired that younger men 
ascend the bench so that they may give longer and more productive 


years to the State, it is perfectly apparent that to so attract them, | 


they must earn sufficient to meet their financial requirements. To 
them the problem is obviously more serious, for theirs is the burden 
of educating their children and meeting the rising costs of a dignified 
living standard. 

Yes, it is an honor to wear the judicial robe, and true, there are 
always a plenitude of candidates for vacant posts. But, to suggest 
that the honor “can’t be measured in terms of money” is to say that 
and nothing more. It is a total irrelevancy loaded with naivete. As 
to the ready candidates, certainly many are worthy and are willing 
to accept the financial consideration. However, is it not apparent 
that the field of prospects would be richer, in talent, in experience, 
and desirability, if more equitable salaries were paid? During tenure 
of the office, are not the problems, the issues, the all-important task 
of reaching a conscientious judgment, of sufficient mental gravity as 
to preclude disturbance by money worries? 

There is just one relevant question: Is justice being done to those 
who are dedicated to dispensing it? We think not, and we think that 
in the coming year, Bar associations, the civic-minded, and anyone 
else interested in maintaining a great court system should do some- 
thing to convince the Legislature and the Governor to take appro- 
priate action promptly. Let’s keep the good judges we have and, 
for the future, provide the best of those who would aspire. 


|’ Accused Can Hear 
| Play-Backs of Police 
| Recordings 


LOS ANGELES (ACCN)—The 
defendant in a criminal case is 
lentitled to hear recordings of 
|his conversations with police of- 
|ficers a s played to 
|him when he was examined 
where he alleges the recordings 
;are necessary to refresh his rec- 
ollection. 

So ruled the California Su- 
preme Court recently in Vance vy. 
Superior Court, L. A. 25125. 

Petitioner was charged with 
violation of section 288 of the 
|} Penal Code (crimes against chil- 
|dren: lewd acts), and he entered 
|a plea of not guilty. 

At the time petitioner was ex- 

|amined by police officers, a re- 
|cording of his conversation with 
|the officers was made. 
A recording of a conversation 
{between the purported victim 
|and the police officers was play- 
ed to petitioner during his ex- 
amination by the officers. 

Petitioner alleged that he did 
not remember what he said at 
lthe time of such examination; 
j}and that the recordings are nec- 
lessary to refresh his recollection 
|so that his attorney can ade- 
;quately prepare his defense. 
| Petitioner's motion to hear the 
| recordings was denied by the Su- 
| perior Court. 

He sought a 
|to require the respondents to 
order the district attorney of 
|San Diego County to permit him 
jto inspect and hear the electron- 
ic transcriptions. 
| The high court ordered that a 
peremptory writ of mandate is- 
sue directing the respondents to 
| permit petitioner to hear record- 
|ings of (a) his conversation with 
[the police officers and (b) the 
|conversation between the police 
lofficers and the purported vic- 
|tim which was played to peti- 
|tioner during his questioning by 
them. 

The Supreme Court stated 
that in a criminal case an ac- 
;cused is entitled to hear record- 
jings of his conversation with 
|police officers and recordings 
| Played to him at the time he 
| was examined by them where he 
|has forgotten what he said at 
the time he was examined and 
alleges that the recordings are 
| necessary to refresh his recollec- 
| tion. 





Reducing Expense Of Litigation 


By Israel B. Greene 

For the past year a committee 
appointed by the Supreme Court 
has been studying ways and 
means of reducing costs of ap- 
peal. It might be well to appoint 
another committee to study and 
report on the impact of our New 
Rules upon the increase of costs 
and expenses of litigation gen- 
erally. 

Although our Court rules are 








Greater Efficiency For 
Bigger Lawyer Incomes 
Forum Subject 





How to increase professional 
efficiency and raise income are 
perennial riddles to practicing 
lawyers in large and small of- 
fices. These and other economic 
and administrative problems of 
conducting a law practice will 
be studied on Friday and Satur- 
day, December 5 and 6, in New 
York City. 

The two-day Forum on Pro- 
fessional Economics was an- 
nounced today by the N. Y. Prac- 
tising Law Institute as a feature 
of anniversary year. 
Sessions will be held at the Bar 
Association of the City of New 


25th 


1ts 


York. 
Fixing fees through the use 
of time records and other cri- 


teria in valuing a lawyer’s ser- 
vices, policies on billing clients 
and methods of obtaining new 
clients are highlights of the 
Saturday program. Designed es- 
pecially for small and medium 
law firms and individual prac- 
titioners, the second day’s topics 
include consulting specialists, 
outside activities, forming a new 
partnership, selecting the fiscal 
year, office arrangements and 
a variety of policy questions such 
as giving business advice. 

Recruiting law school grad- 
uates and training young law- 
yers will be studied on Friday 
when the problems of the large 
law office will be considered. 
Other topics in Friday’s program 
are organization and allocation 
of work, selecting and retaining 
clerical personnel, functions of 
the office manager, how a part- 
nership works and other large 
law office problems. 

Program and registration de- 
tails may be obtained from the 
N. Y. Practising Law Institute, 
20 Vesey St., N. Y. C. 











A.B.A. Given Grant For World Law Study Plan 


At its fall meeting in Chicago 
, the A. B. A. Board of Governors 
; voted unanimously to enter into 
a contract with the Internation- 
}al Cooperation Administration, 
|under which that federal agency 
| will advance up to $50,000 to 
cover costs of a _ preliminary 
| study looking toward a proposed 
world conference of lawyers and 
jurists to further the rule of law 
| internationally. 
| In the words of the contract, 
ithe American Bar Association 
|“shall promptly carry out a 
|study to determine the feasibil- 
ity of conducting a conference 
of lawyers and jurists from the 
United States and other nations 





{to consider and recommend 
|means of developing and 
| Strengthening . . . legal concepts, 


| standards and institutions which 
| will contribute, through facili- 
|tating expansion of the flow of 
jinternational investment and 
| trade and otherwise, to economic 


}growth of such nations and 
|which will facilitate peaceful 
settlement of disputes within 


}and among nations.” 
| The contract further provides 
|that ABA, if it concludes such 
jan international conference is 
| feasible, shall prepare a plan for 
| the conference, an agenda, and 
a statement of its specific ob- 
jectives. The planning study 
| would be completed within six 
months. The proposed world 
| conference was approved in 
| principle by the International 


Bar Association last summer. 
Charles S. Rhyne, Washington, 
D. C., immediate past president 
of the Association, is chairman 
of the committee which will di- 
rect the preliminary study. It 
contemplates a series of confer- 
ences in cities throughout the 
country, still to be selected, at 
which leading lawyers and judges 


would consider the practical 
problems of implementing in- 
ternational law. Present plans 


are that these conferences would 
begin in February. 

The International Cooperation 
Administration was authorized 
by Congress under the Mutual 
Security Act of 1954 to provide 
assistance in promoting political 


and economic stability among 
nations. 
Columbia Law Tuition 
Raised 


Columbia University Trustees 
have approved an increase of $50 
a semester in tuition for full- 
time students in the University’s 
School of Law, it was disclosed 
yesterday by President Grayson 
Kirk. This will make the Law 
School tuition fee equal to the 
figure which was adopted for 
full-time students elsewhere in 
the University last September. 

The rise, effective in Septem- 
ber, 1959, will increase the tui- 
tion cost for an academic year 
from $1000 to $1100. 


designed, among other things, to 
secure simplicity in procedure 
and the elimination of unjusti- 
fiable expense, they do tend to 
increase the expenses of litiga- 
tion. Our rules are well adapted 
for the “big” case in which = 
litigants can afford the employ- 
ment of all the new weapons of 
trial discovery and preparation. 






But what about the average 
case? 
Rule 4:8-1 requires that a 


pleading shall contain a State- 
ment of the facts on which the 
claim is based. In practice, how- 
ever, the courts have adopted 
the concept of notice pleading, 
i. e., pleading ultimate facts or 
legal conclusions. This invites 
and encourages extensive and 
expensive discovery proceedings 
to ascertain the basic facts. In- 
deed, the broad discovery per- 
mitted by our Rules can be use 
to wear out a litigant who is not 
rugged financially. 

The pretrial conference i 
other time-consuming step 
which the clients must pay. In 
a “big” or complicated case, thé 
pretrial conference can be of 
great value; but after ten years 
of experience, there is substan- 
tial disagreement among 
members of the Bench and Bar 
as to its value in the averages 
case. It is not unusual for thé 
pretrial conference to 
over several sessions. Many casés 
could be tried in the time de- 
voted to the pretrial conference 
The Court’s liberal attitude to- 
ward amendments, and the rul- 
ing that the pretrial order super- 
sedes the pleadings encourages 
sloppy pleadings and poor tria 
preparation. Why bother about 
pleading when the pretrial order 
supersedes it? 

The mandatory requirements 
for: briefs on particular motions 
verifications of certain plead- 
ings, court orders (instead 
stipulations) extending tims 
plead, serving copies of e\ 
pleading, order and interr 
tory and answers thereto 
every party without regard t 
interest in the issue—have 4 
increased the lawyers’ paper 
work, and this, in turn, adds up 
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to increased costs which ulti- 
mately must be borne by tne 
clients. 


Before the new court system 
a defendant could file a cou 
claim joining third parties ° 
out leave of court. Now, he has 
to apply for an order. This 
means motion papers, affidavits 
court appearances and ord 

Our extremely liberal 
with respect to joinder of c< 
of action and counter-act 
tend to complicate cases 
thus increases the work anc 
pense of litigation. A pl 
may start out with a 
cause of action, but, before 
he may find himself engul 
a complex multiple litigation 1n- 
volving counterclaims, OSS 
claims, third party comp) 
and counterclaims by the 
party defendants against 
plaintiff. 

No one can deny that our 
judicial system has made 
stantial improvement : 
administration. Indeed, one - 
its chief virtues is that 1 o€: 
not claim perfection; in iac 
encourages constructive 
cism. The annual Judicial = 
ference and the perennial Pre 
liferation of new rules 4 
amendments are clear pr 
the millennium has not | 
pass. Our Rules of proc 
have now been tested } 
“legal smithy” for ten 
Perhaps the time has con 
us to take another look 
predilection or chauvin 
is possible that with son 
pruning we can eliminate 
unnecessary steps, proced 
and paper work, which incré 
the work of lawyers and expe’ J 
of litigation, without distruo“=§ 
the good features that reside » 
our Rules. 
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The Municipal Courts 
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over by 425 magistrates, 












of whom have more than 
court. All of these strates 
serve part-time 118 are 
still laymen. 

The limitations upon overall 


performance to which I referred 
to a moment ago arise from the 
sheer number of courts, magis- 
trates and clerical person 
volved; the multiple s 
pudget appropriation; 


1 in- 






€ 
1€s; 








tiple appointive authori the 
capable shortcomings of the 
art-time judge; in short, from 





the nature of the basic concept 
They are limitations which can- 
not be overcome by the best ef- 
fort we can sensibly expect. May 
I say emphatically that my por- 
trayal of the problems should 
not be understood to reflect 
on the substantial body of 1 
istrates, clerks and 
authorities who are 
creditable job. The | 
short of the matter is 
annot hope to equip, 
staff 489 courts and 
quality performance throughout 
the system. There will always be 
some failures; and the incidence 
of failure must inevitably be in- 
reased by the very number of 
individual efforts involved. Nor 
can it be expected that the Su- 
preme Court and the Chief Jus- 
tice can effectively discharge 
their constitutional duty to 
supervise the municipal courts 











when their number is so vast, 
control over budget and 
personnel is scattered among 


some 500 governing bodies. 
Let me get down to specifics. 
The major portion of the time 


Director of the Courts is 
spent with the municipal courts. 
In 1957 a program was instituted 
f the detailed inspection of 
h court once every two years, 

best rate of inspection we 
can presently achieve. Of the 
324 courts inspected between 
February 1, 1957 and August 31, 
195 the following conditions 
found: Courts were being 
held in private homes in 3 
room but the kitchen and bath- 
room, in garages, firehouses and 
ina pump house. In 44 instances 

places of holding court were 
insatisfactory that it 5 
ssary to notify local offi- 
tlals that unless adequate facili- 
were provided their courts 
ould have to close; in another 
3 instances the courtroom 
facilities were found to be in 
immediate need of improvement; 
191 courts were found to have 
equate equipment, such as 
cabinets and other neces- 
ary office furniture; 229 courts 
vere not maintaining adequate 
waffie ticket control records; in 
ourts the traffic and crim- 
nal dockets were not being 








verv 
every 
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Kept properly; in 183 courts the 
cash book was not being prop- 
erly maintained; and 124 courts 
were found to need improvement 
in the handling of money. 

The Administrative Office of 
the Courts receives a monthly 
report from each municipal 
court showing the number of 
.ases filed and disposed of. 

hese reporst are compared with 
ze records of the Division of 
Motor Vehicles in order to ascer- 
tain whether the municipal 
courts are sending to the Divi- 
sion reports of dispositions in all 
traffic cases as required by stat- 
ute. These reports, as you know, 
supply the data for the Divi- 
sion’s driver record files and 
form the very basis of the point 
t In the last month for 
which a complete cross-check 
was made, there were 62 courts 
with a discrepancy of more than 
10% between the number of dis- 
positions reported to the Admin- 
istrative Office and the number 
of reports received by the Divi- 
sion of Motor Vehicles, a failure 
to send a total of 617 reports to 
that Division. Of course, correc- 
action was directed immedi- 
ately. 

Each year the fiscal records of 
every municipal court are audit- 
ed by a registered municipal 
accountant, with copies of the 
audit reports going to the Ad- 
ministrative Office of the Courts 
and the Division of Local Gov- 
ernment as well as to the muni- 
cipal authorities. On the average 
each year these audits reveal 
shortages in the funds of 4 
courts of a nature warranting 
referral to the county prosecu- 
tor. In addition there are a con- 
siderable number of minor dis- 
crepancies resulting from honest 
mistake or carelessness. 

Now let me hasten to point 
out that in every instance where 
a municipal court is found to 
be deficient or in need of im- 
provement in any of the respects 
I have mentioned, steps are 
taken toward remedying the sit- 
uation. In rough terms, correc- 
tion has already been achieved 
in about 75 percent of the cases. 
The cure, however, is not always 
easy and in some instances is 
impossible for a variety of rea- 
sons. Generally the difficulty lies 
in the fact that the municipal 
court has either inadequate or 
incompetent clerical assistance, 
a matter over which the local 
governing body has exclusive 
control. Not infrequently, be- 
cause of some local considera- 
tions, the governing bodies will 
not respond to pleas for correc- 
tive action. Occasionally the 
magistrate is completely indif- 
ferent. In two instances within 
the last year, after repeated let- 
ters, telegrams and telephone 
calls from the Administrative 
Director failed to produce a re- 
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sponse, the Director had to refer 
the matters to me for direct 
communication with the mag- 






istrates concerned. In another 
instance I felt obliged to request 
the local governing body not to 


magistrate who had 


reappoint a 
y ignored his respon- 





Sibilities. 





In several instances 
the Administrative Director has 
had to ask the Assignment Judge 


of the County to step in to con- 
vince the magistrate and the 
local authorities of the need for 
adhering to the rules laid down 
by the Supreme Court for the 
administration of the municipal 
courts. 

With so m: 
such ah 
trol and < 








1y courts and with 
1 degree of local con- 
utonomy, it is impos- 











sible to secure a_ satisfactory 
level of compliance with even 
the most basic rules and direc- 
tives relating to matters of ad- 


The burden of cor- 

alone is almost 
And when improve- 
administration of a 
cted, it too frequent- 
ly proves to be but a temporary 
triumph because of the high 
rate of turnover of the judicial 
and clerical personnel. 

Thus far I have been talking 


ministration 
respondence 
prohibitive 

ment in the 
court is ef 





of some of the administrative 
problems inevitably inherent in 
our present system of municipal 


courts. I should like to mention 
now two other matters of great- 
er importance. One is the part- 
time judge and 
relation of the municipal court 
to local law enforcement author- 
ities. 

All of our magistrates are 
part-time and two munici- 
palities, Newark and Jersey City, 
are large enough to require more 
than one magistrate. It cannot 





] 
niv 
Uslly 


be denied that full-time judges| 





are perferable to part-time 
judges. Most magistrates 
agree that this is 
for personal reasons they may 
prefer the present arrangement. 
A man who is a judge one hour 
and a lawyer the next cannot do 
his best in either capacity. Not 
only does the judge find it dif- 


ficult to keep the demands of 
one position from infringing up- 
on the demands of the other, but 


also lawyers are uncomfortable 
when, for example, they nego- 
tiate a settle with or try a 
case against an attorney who is 
also a judge before whom they 
must practice. However fair the 
judge may be fact, the im- 
itably created in 








nt 





pression is inev 
the minds of litigants and law- 
yers that he } an unfair ad- 
vantage or may in given situa- 
tions be affected by subtle in- 
fluences. 

With the exception of the few 
magistrates of joint municipal 


e appointed by the 
] the magistrates 


Governor, all of 
receive their appointment either 


courts who ar 


from the local governing body, 
the mayor or the director of the 
department to which the muni- 


cipal court has been assigned, 
depending on the form of gov- 
ernment in the municipality. We 
all know that as a _ practical 
matter the appointment, fre- 
quently, perhaps usually, is a 
reward for partisan activity. 
While the Canons of Judicial 
Ethics bar every judge from en- 
gaging in politics, the magis- 
trate is in the unhappy position 
of knowing that if he eschews 
politics he is apt to be replaced 
at the end of his term by an-| 
other who has labored for the 
| organization. A change in the 
appointing authority almost 
without exception results in a 
|change in magistrates. What-| 
ever the effect upon the mag-| 
istrate, the impact upon the 
| public cannot be a healthy one. | 
|No matter how successfully the | 
| magistrate disassociates himself | 
| from such influences, there will 
|be many who believe or suspect | 
| that he failed. Appearances are | 
as important as the fact. If we| 
are to have the confidence and | 
| respect of the public, we can- | 


| 
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/is a thumbnail comparison of 


the other is the! 


ABA Life Insurance Assignment Order 


Benefits Increased acts 
SUPREME COURT OF 
JERSEY 
ORDERED that Judge Harold 
Kolovsky is assigned to the Law 
Division of the Superior Court, 
Passaic County, and is further 
designated as Acting Assignment 
Judge for Passaic County effec- 
tive December 1, 1958; 
FURTHER ORDERED that 
Judge Everett M. Scherer is as- 
signed to the Chancery Division 
of the Superior Court, Vicinage 
No. 3, effective December 1, 1958; 
FURTHER ORDERED that 
Judge Frederic R. Colie is re- 
lieved of his temporary assign- 
ment to the Law Division of the 
Superior Court, Passaic County, 
and as Acting Assignment Judge 
of Passaic County; Judge Harold 
Kolovsky is relieved of his as- 
signment to the Chancery Di- 
vision of the Superior Court, 
Vicinage No. 3; and Judge Ever- 
ett M. Scherer is relieved of his 
assignment to the Law Division 
of the Superior Court, Essex 
County, effective December 1, 
1958, provided, however, that 
such assignments shall continue 
for the purpose of their finally 
disposing of any matters pres- 


NEW 


Jacob M. Lashly, President of 
the American Bar Association 
Eréewment, announced today: 
“We are pleased that the New 
York Life Insurance Company 
has agreed with the Endowment 
that, effective December 1, 1958, 
the amount of insurance provid- 
ed by the American Bar Associa- 
tion Endowment $20-A-Year 
Group Life Plan will be increas- 
ed without any increase in pre- 
mium contribution.” 

The increases range from $50 
to $2,000 and will affect more 
than 24,000 members. 

The $20-A-Year Life Plan, now 
in its fourth successful year, is 
administered by the American 
Bar Association Endowment—a 
nonprofit Illinois corporation 
having the same membership as 
the American Bar Association. 

The new life insurance bene- 
fits will be automatic for all 
present members of the Plan 
and new enrollees at no in- 
crease in contribution. Following 


the new benefits available to $20- 
A-Year Plan members effective 


December 1, 1958 as compared ently pending before them. 
with those given in 1957 and s/ Joseph Weintraub 
1955: C. J. 


Age 25 & Under: New plan— Dated: November 17, 1958. 


$12,000. 1957-$10,000. 1955-$6,000. SSS SSS 
Age 40: New plan— Announcement 

pags ees | Sees Se Se Harris & Harris have moved 
Age 50: New plan— 2 : 

. 5 = ap 5 their offices to Suite 308, 1516 At- 
1,750. 1957- 1,500. 1955- 1,500. 2 ; ‘ ; 
ee oe lantic Ave., Atlantic City. Irwin 
Age 55: New plan— Geshe wi ti hi 

100. 1907- 1800. 1908- 1.000,| °° SO Oe ee, 


|an established decreasing scale. 


will | 
so even though } 


association with the firm at the 
new address. 


LEGAL PHOTOGRAPHY 


24 Hour Telephone Answering 
Service 


SEYMOUR RING 


Amounts of insurance at in- 
termediate ages are formed by 





At age 50, enrollees in the 
$20-A-Year Plan have an option 
to enroll in a companion life in- 





surance plan offered through 75 1 : 
the Endowment—the “50 Plus a nee i ag 
Plan’—which provides the in- Waverly 6-5324 
sured an additional $5,000 of 








protection without evidence of 
insurability. This Plan is avail- 
able to members of the Endow- 


HARRY A. TAYLOR 


ment between the ages of 50 and Associates 
and 70. 

Today the Endowment, through | REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 
its two life programs, insures AND CONSULTANTS 


Member of American Instituie of 


more than 28,000 lawyers and 
Real Estate Appraisers 


judges in the United States and 
foreign countries and affords 
over $130 million of insurance 
protection. 


23 South Harrison Street 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 
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evidence. | 
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The Municipal Courts 


scribed will necessarily persist 
so long as we continue a system 
which structurally is cumber- 
some, unwieldy and archaic. We 
cannot afford to continue to 
Z 4 think of municipal courts as 
standing and suspicion arise joca] matters of purely local con- 
with respect to the relationship cern. These courts are a part of 
between the magistrate and 4 Statewide judicial system. 
local law enforcement Officials. They administer justice under 
The feeling is still prevalent in gtate laws and their jurisdic- 
many places that a defendant tion extends to all citizens 
does not stand a chance in the wherever resident and not mere- 
municipal courts; that the jy to the inhabitants of the 
magistrate feels compelled to jocality in which the court sits. 
accept the testimony of the local pence these courts must be so 
police or of the local witness. I oonstituted and operated as to 
am confident that this belief has g--yre independence from pure- 
no general foundation in fact. jy jocal interests and control. 
Indeed about 15 percent of those Responsibility for performance 
who appear in municipal courts gannot properly be diffused 
to contest the charges against smong 567 municipalities. Re- 
them are acquitted. But it 1S snonsibility must be centralized. 
easy to see why this impression yj; j, idle and incongruous to 
exists. The magistrate 3s 1” charge the Supreme Court with 
weekly if not daily contact with ¢ qministrative supervision, as 
the police and knows many Of ‘the Constitution does, while the 
them personally. The court 1S (anacity to frustrate effective 
usually grouped with the police <j yervision and performance re- 





(Continued from page 5) 





not ignore circumstances which 
promote misunderstanding or 
suspicion. 

The same popular misunder- 


for local government purposes. 
The courtroom is frequently in 
the same building with the 
police officer to serve as clerk of 
the court. With no prosecutor, 
the judge has the burden of 
presenting the State’s. case. 
Hence it is difficult for a mag- 


remains 


with 567 autonomous 
bodies. 
The solution is to replace the 


municipal courts with 21 courts 


of county-wide jurisdiction man- 
ned by full-time judges appoint- 
ed by the Governor with the 


approval of the Senate, appoint- 
ments to be made upon a bi- 
partisan basis which will virtuai- 
ly assure reappointment regard- 
less of political fortunes for 
those who do a competent job. 
The centralization of the record 
keeping, reporting and other 
clerical work of the court would 
permit the employment of full- 
time qualified personnel and the 
utilization of mechanical equip- 
|ment in the interest of both 
| accuracy and economy. Adequate 
courtrooms and other facilities 
fitting the dignity of a court 
could be provided. It would be 
feasible to provide a prosecutor 
to represent the state and, I 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY COURTS would hope, either a stenograph- 

— ESTATES LIQUIDATED — er or electronic recorder to 
eliminate the necessity of a full 
retrial in the event of an appeal. 
Effective administrative super- 
vision and control could be ob- 
tained through the presiding 
judge, aided by a supervisory 
clerk, who would be responsible 
to the assignment judge, and 
through him, to the Chief Justice 
All this can be had at no more 
and probably at considerably less 
cost than under our. present 


istrate to dispel the feeling that 
the municipal court is not whol- 
ly detached from the executive 
agency charged with law en- 
forcement. 

The shortcomings I have de- 
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The Right to be Wrong! 





“Every man has a right to his own opinion, but no 


man has the right to be wrong in his facts.” 
-— BERNARD BARUCH 


‘PACTS are contrary ’z mules”, declared James 
Russell Lowell. “When you can’t budge ’em, 
humor ’em.” 

In our business we always examine the facts 
before expressing an opinion as to the insurability 
of a title. Often what looks like a stalemate is based 
on an erroneous statement of facts. 

Today the first move of more and more real 
estate attorneys istocall in TG&T and GET THE FACTS, 
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Municipal courts. For example, 
during the last full fiscal year 
(1957) the magistrates, salaries 
for the then 488 courts totaled 
$899,238. This would pay for 56 
full-time judges at $16,000 a 
year, a number more than suf- 
ficient to handle the work of 
all the municipal courts, to say 
nothing of the savings that 
would undoubtedly result from 
increased efficiency and reduc- 
tion in the cost of facilities and 
clerical personnel. 

I am fully aware of the prob- 
lems which this program im- 
mediately suggests. There is the 
need for providing essential ser- 
vices now handled at the local 
level, such as the arraignment 
of accused, taking of bail and 
the settlement of family and 
neighborhood disputes. There is 
the matter of arranging the 
times and places for cessions of 
the court to meet the conven- 
ience of those who have business 
with it. Consideration would 
have to be given to the financial 
impact upon municipalities 
which apparently have found 
the operation of a local court to 
be profitable. Last year, accord- 
ing to budgets filed with the Di- 
vision of Local Government, 
some $2,030,667 was spent for 
salaries and other expenses of 
the municipal courts, as com- 
pared with $4,363,571 received by 
the municipalities during the 
last court year by way of fines, 
costs and forfeitures. We of 
course should not think of courts 
as revenue producers. Yet I rec- 
ognize an existing equity and see 
no reason why a fair adjustment 
cannot be made. All of these 
matters are details which can 
be worked out. What we need 
now is agreement upon the basic 
principle—agreement that we 
should strive for a better system 
of justice in the vital area now 
occupied by 489 separate tribu- 
nals. 

Some program for the con- 
solidation of our present muni- 
cipal courts is inevitable. As the 
public becomes more aware of 
the inherent shortcomings of 
the present system, it will be- 
come less tolerant of it. The 
people of our State expect the 
best in a judicial system and 
have every right to insist upon 
it. 

Although we have achieved 
notable reforms elsewhere in our 
judicial system, we have de- 
faulted in the area of the largest 
incidence of citizen exposure to 
the judicial process. I say ‘“de- 
faulted” because, notwithstand- 
ing the significant advance be- 
yond the earlier system of local 
courts, we still persist in a struc- 
tural concept which is at war 
with the very principles we em- 
braced in fashioning the re- 
mainder of our judicial organi- 
zation. 

Few states are as well situated 
as ours to move ahead with re- 
spect to courts of limited crim- 
inal jurisdiction. I say this be- 
cause territorially our State is 
small and compact and hence we 
do not have to wrestle with the 
problems of sprawling vicinages. 
Moreover, our Constitution wise- 
ly permits a solution by acts of 
legislation. Yet we have stood 
still while other states have 
either acted or at least consider- 
ed the matter. 

Within the past decade signifi- 
cant steps toward centralization 
and integration of these courts 
have been taken in California, 
Michigan, Missouri and Ohio. 
Proposals of similar effect have 
been made in Arkansas, Colo- 
rado, Connecticut, Illinois, In- 
diana, Iowa, New Hampshire, 
New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Oklahoma, Tennessee, 
and Washington. 
| May I repeat that I am not 
critical of the substantial major- 
ity of magistrates and other of- 
ficials who have been doing a 
good job often under difficult 
| conditions. On the contrary, we 
|should all be most appreciative 
1of their efforts. But I am con- 


Harvard Law Prof. Defends Supreme Court 


Says State Chief Justices The Court did not inject 


Erred itself into the issue, he noted, 
but the issue was put before it 
JALTHAM, Mass. (ACCN)— inescapably. Moreover, he con- 


A Harvard Law School author- tinued, the court recognized the 
ity on the Supreme Court has problems of transition and took 
come to its defense. the moderate course of setting a 
Prof. Paul A. Freund, in a standard of “deliberate speed.” 
lecture at Brandeis University, The course allowed for adap- 
said that if as much energy were tation to local conditions, “pro- 
spent in devising ways of com- vided always that bona fide us 
plying with school desegregation of time is made to bring abou: 
as in resisting it the problem yjtimate desegregation,” he said 
would yield to ,“reason, goodwill Ip addition, Prof. Freund held 
and practical sense.” the court decisions on desegre- 
Moreover, he asserted, criticism gation did not mark an abrupt 
of the court by the Conference departure in constitutional law 
of State Chief Justices last or a novel interpretation of the 
August was misdirected. guarantee of equal protection. 
_ The real concern, he went on, he old doctrine of separate 
is the court’s “tendency to make byt equal opportunities had been 
broad principles do service for eroding for a generation befor: 





specific problems that call for the school cases, he declared 
differentiation.” ie gs ere ea 

: , The state chief justices, he re- 

Prof. Freund occupies the called, in a report released Aug 


Carl M. Loeb chair at Harvard 
He is editing a seven-volume 
history of the Supreme Court. 


a review of Supre 

in recent years 
“accelerating 

increasing 


23, said 
Court decisions 
had shown an 
toward 








He delivered the annual Louis 
D. Brandeis memorial lecture at 
the university that bears the 
name of the late Supreme Court 
justice. 

Prof. Freund said all court 
criticism ran the risk of ‘“fan- 
ning the fires of lawlessness and 


trend 
power of the national govern- 
ment and correspondingly con- 
tracting that of the state gov- 
ernments.” 

Over the last 20 years, Pro? 
Freund declared, the court 
shown a marked degree of self 





restraint in the fields of state 
regulation, state taxation and 
political self-determination. 

Indeed, he said, the greatest 
contrast between the court ¢ 
its immediate predecessors is in 
the deference shown now to s0- 
cial and economic measures en- 
acted by states. 

On jurisdiction and procedur 
Prof. Freund conceded, the r 
ord of the court is not reassur- 
ing, confronted as it is with 
about 2,000 cases a year. 


cynicism that have been ignited 
in the wake of the school de- 
segregation cases.” 











vinced that even with further 
improvement we have gone 
about as far as we can under our 
present system and the distance 
we have travelled is not enough. 
I hope we can put aside all per- 
sonal and local concerns and 
approach this problem objec- 
tively for the best interests of 
the entire State. 








PAID ADVERTISEMENT 





Cop-Ease Quiz 

1. Do you Know how long it takes a competent secretary to 
locate, assemble, colate align and insert legal onionskin and carbon 
paper in the typewriter? 

2. Do you know how many good legible copies may be expected 
from the average legal carbon paper? 

3. Do you know how much time is lost in a work-week for 
frequent hand washing due to carbon dirt? 

4. Do you know how long it takes for a competent secret 
to extract and separate her copies and carbon paper after each 
typing? 

6. Do you realize that the most expensive part of your office 
overhead is labor? 

7. DO YOU REALIZE THAT THERE IS A REMEDY FOR THIS 
REPEATED WASTE OF TIME AND MONEY? 

Ans. COP-EASE! All-State Office Supply’s new carbon 
eliminate 90% of the time lost by the old-fashioned met 
COP-EASE is a sheet of rag content onionskin with a disposabie 
carbon attached (in pads of 100, 5 pads to the ream) ready for 
instant insertion in the typewriter in any quantity of copies needed 
It is the most efficient, fastest and cleanest labor saving devic 
since the typewriter itself. 

Ask for samples and you will win this Quiz by saving hund 
of dollars a year in clerical time. COP-EASE costs no more t! 
some carbon paper alone. 

ALL STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 
502 High Street, Newark 2, N. J. MArket 4-557! 


ADLER REPORTING SERVICE 
Certified Court Reporters 


is pleased to announce the opening of its 


























New Office Building at 
FORTY EAST PARK STREET, NEWARK 
and invites the members of the bar to 
avail themselves of its expanded facilities. 
Air-Conditioned hearing suites and conference rooms. 


Ideal facilities for out-of-county attorneys. 
Convenient parking facilities. 


Call Day or Night: MArket 2-5974 


All of our stenotype reporters are certified and notaries public 
—— 
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HUDSON COUNTY BAR ASS’N MINIMUM FEE SCHEDULE 


Adopted October 16, 1958 


Note:—These are minimum fees and are not to be considered to include or 
interfere with any other agrecments that may be made for larger amounts or 
for the entire an t of agreed costs and counsel fees as awarded in accordance 
with the established practice. 

All the fees contemplate one day trial only. $150.00 per diem for trials in 
excess of one day. 

Where appeal is subsequently indicated, an additional retainer is to be 
negotiated. 

These fees do not apply where a contingent fee has been agreed upon. 

All fees are exclusive of disbursements and costs. 

DISTRICT COURT 


Commercial Collections. 


(a) Commercial accounts. (Against business institutions) 221%*4% on the 


first $700, 15% on the excess thereof. 

The above fees are without suit. Where suit is required, in addition to the 
above fees, suit fees and disbursements as provided by the Commercial Law 
League rates are recommended 

These fees are in addition to special services which may be rendered by 
the attorney in aid of, or in the enforcement of process issued subsequent to 
judgment. i.e. Supplementary proceedings, actual attendance at execution sale 


defending proof of claim, etc 


(b) Retail Claims. (Against individuals not engaged in business). On 
accounts upon which the last payment has been made less than one year ag 
and where the amount involved is under $100.00, a minimum charge of 3314 
On the same type of a ints reduced from 3314,% by 1% for each $25.00 in 
excess of $100.00, until a minimum of 25% is reached 

(c) On accounts upon which the last payment has been made more than 
one year ago, or where the litigation in any case is contested and requires 


court appearanc 
Where the claims are fer any individual client and handled on a volume 
tments and allowances should be made. Consideration 
1 for an increase or decrease of these fees depending 
ire of the information (sufficient to effectuate collec- 


basis, reasonable J 
here should also be § 
upon the amount and 
tion) furnished by client 








Non-Commercial and Unliquidated Matters. 


(a) Representing a plaintiff in a local district court. Where the amount 
involved does not exceed $500.00—suit fee, plus disbursements, plus daily trial 
fee of $50.00. When the amount is in excess of $500.00, same as above except 
a daily trial fee of $75.00 


(b) Settlement. Preparing and executing releases and dismissal papers and 
filing the same. A fee equal to one day trial fee. 
Where the matter is accepted on a contingency basis, fees should be 
} r 


reasonable in accordance the circumstances 


(c) Representing a defendant. Entering a defense (either appearance o1 
answer) preparing and serving interrogatories and/or answering interrogatories, 
depending upon the am and work involved. $35.00 to $50.00 plus a daily 


trial fee as above in representing a plaintiff 


UPPER COURT AND U. S. DISTRICT COURT LITIGATION 








Preparation and filing of Summons and Complaint, or preparation and 

filing Answer, conferences and research up to pre-trial, retainer ... $200.00 
Motions in Hudson, Essex, Bergen ........... are ee a 75.00 
Motions in other counties oes ; : : .. 125.00 
Depositions, each appearance : on Pars 75.00 
Drafting specialized Interrogatories or answering same .. wits 75.00 
Pre-trial with preparations : a = eee thence iets 75.00 
Preparation for trial, including memorandum ..... ai ‘ . 100.00 
Trial per diem . re ee rice siete tars . 150.00 

Matrimonial 

Separation Agreement Dee eg abnor as Ae $100.00 
Separate Maintenance—uncontested .... Reecoorer te : 375.00 
Separate Maintenance—« t eee ance savaratertorehtors ; . 450.00 
Divorce or Annulment, resident, uncontested .......... Raat 400.00 
Divorce or Annsshent non-resident, uncontested ........ isee co. QO 
Divorce or Annulment, resident. contested ........ aracarenG ceccccee GOOLUG 
Divorce or Annulment, non-resident, contested ...... ee vedvass. OORREe 
Motions ... ee eee savers 100.00 
Domestic Relations Court, appearance ......... J eta anda of ? 75.00 


PERSONAL PROPERTY TRANSACTIONS 
Business or Trade Name Certificate; preparation, execution and filing; 
actual disbursements plus fee of PRE eC Oren ere eer iene Sane 


Representing purchaser of tavern where enna price is not more than 
$7,500; filling out and filing application for transfer of license and 





all other services in connection with the transaction. (Except and 

not including appearances before Board or Commissioners) ..... 200.00 
Contracts (Usual form) preparation and execution. All other contracts 

the fee should be substantially higher ........ TET ERT Terre 35.00 
Bill of Sale (Usual Form) preparation and execution ..... : : 25.00 
Bill of Sale in accordance with Bulk Sales Act. vainini and Raeew- 

tion. Disbursements plus fee a aoe acne dies rea aes P 35.00 
Chattel Mortgage: Preparation and execution up to $3, 000 . Sr mraiaar 40.00 

(For each $1,000. or portion thereof in excess of $3,000 to $25,000) .. 10.00 

(For each $1,000. or portion thereof, in excess of $25,000.00) ....... 5.00 


Conditional Bill of Sale or lease of personal property; preparation 


and execution ae SEG rer A ee eer Peer 35.00 
Closing Title to sale of business: 

At Office ...... Gia DE reese aan eee ora Suan ~aenOd 

SRNR 21 oho id g e248 dl eed A A OO ae anae eee 50.00 
Title search of records in purchase ‘of business and personal property me 45.00 
Partnership: or Association Agreement «2... ....06<ssceseenescacecss 75.00 
Eimited Partnership AgSreement .....).0 5.066 cceccccsenncerstoncseess . 100.00 
Corporation (business es RT PRO eee 200.00 
Corporation not for pecuniary profit 50.00 
Dissolution of corporation ..... .. ..o6cniesssasesess a er re 150.00 
Registered Agent—Annual meet ing and WORMS Sa cisia anes 5 se ae 50.00 


Note: All of the above fees are exclusive of costs. 
WILLS and ESTATE MATTERS 


Simple Will ..... Set ite sy woah pita RR Oa ations —— 
Trust provision voce ‘ 


ADOPTION (Chancery S Baw Die)... oc cessccsecassvenscecusecves 200.00 

Plus disbursements 

Drawing separate Refunding Bond and Release ....................4 25.00 
Inheritance tax proceedings and filing waivers where Probate of Will 

Or administration 1S UNSIECESSAEY « .<...65 6 csccsiccsscwasseecacccseus 100.00 


~ . 
excepf-where assets are nominal 
Probate or administration proceedings from inception of Estate to closing: 


ON ACCOUNTING — AMOUNT TO BE REQUESTED: 

Small estates—5% of the total assets up to 10% if werk is heavy. 

On large estates over $100,000.00—312% to 5% (unless work is 
heavy) on tctal assets, however, not less than scale of fiduc- 
iary’s commission. 

Where matter can be closed on informal basis without accounting: 

On estate of less than $5,000.00 total assets—Not less than scale of 
fiduciary’s commission. 

Above $5,000.00 to $100,000.00 total assets—3% to 4% on estate 
involving ordinary amount of work, without accounting, how- 
ever, not less than scale of fiduciary’s commission. 


Note: The above fees are in addition to any fees which should be 
charged for services rendered in such matters as jointly held property, 
tenancies by entirety, life insurance policies, gifts, ancillary proceed- 
ings, etc. 

BANKRUPTCY 
Voluntary Petition 
(Plus costs which are estimated at $100.00) ...........cccccccccss $350.00 
The above fee is limited to proceedings in Referee’s Court and 
not including proceedings in opposition to Discharge. 
Filing Proof of Claim 
CRMECCIIERROIN s,s reecic ue cdc ce med so ede eenemieee eae eum ne wena 15.00 
This is not to govern fees in reorganization proceedings under 
Chapter X or XI or similar proceedings. 


REAL ESTATE TRANSACTIONS 


1. Deed, preparation and execution ..... Salfites OPE TT 
2. Bond and mortgage, preparation and exec. ................04. ae 35.00 
3. Mortgage extension or postponement; preparation and execution .. 20.00 
4. Mortgage Assignment, preparation and Exec. ........ nn tarcnaarcen 15.00 
5. Mortgage Release, Preparation and Exec. ................. ats 20.00 
6. Mortgage Satisfaction or Cancellation, preparation and exe cution a 15.00 

(Mortgage cancellation by endorsement-disbursements) ........ : 10.00 
7. Mortgage Subordination, preparation and Exec. .............. wa 20.00 
8. Lease (usual forms) preparation and exec. ........ 25.00 


9. Commercial Leases, no minimum fee is set because of ‘the diversity 
of the factors involved 


10. Lease, Assignment; preparation and Exec. .................00. 15.00 
11. Attendance at closing of title or mortgage loan— 
PRO oF Seis aon eng Fed saree Rata MWe Tak Rak ea i: 50.00 
CHGS CeO «ba vocbe salen te etait silnlies Baeemns cope errs F 75.00 
12. Estoppel Agreement; preparation and exec. ................0-.- , 20.00 
(All other contracts the fee should be substantially higher) 
13. Contract of Purchase; preparation and Exec. (usual form) ...... 35.00 
14. Examination of Contract to Purchase .................... baste 25.00 
1%. Contiaet Of Dacngege soo. cccsics Wace smecevecuws avers Prerce 50.00 
16: Preparation of Affidavit of Title cscs sci. dcccwewencssacncaces ae 10.00 
17. Dispossess Proceedings, for non-payment of rent; one appearance . 50.00 
18. Dispossess Proceedings on other grounds, actual disbursements and 
Dis oo wee Ae 6 ee ENTS OURAN ERE a ae 100.00 
19. Building contract; preparation and exec., (ordinary) .......... ; 75.00 
20. Preparation and execution of Mechanic’s Notice of Intention, 
Preis I ICs conc gach dae carat oneal aaa med ee Pore 20.06 
21. Preparation and exec ution of Mechanic’s Lien Release and 
Affidavit of Contractor ..... ; stakate tata sles aay : ; 20.00 
22. County Search, disbursements which include searcher’s fee and 
DAC os hi 5a Be Ses aaate Se Bde Leo ae eee 150.00 


In addition thereto, for ‘each $1, 000, or portion thereof, of the 
purchase price or amount of mortgage loan $5,000.00 up to 

$50,000.00 ..... reece 3 sh aia & Sra ae al oa A 7.00 
23. Short Continuation Search (Where value of purchase price of 
premises or the amount of Mortgage Loan is small) Actual disburse- 


ments plus a fee of ........ Bo Ra ata 4 es sitcom ee eae eee stata 75.00 
24. Examination of Chancery Proceedings, Actual disbursements plus 
fee for each examination .... er ret ee nc Se ae ar Weal a aed orate 10.00 


CRIMINAL CASES 


For each appearance in the Criminal District Court or Municipal Court 


Sih: DIG CE Nira acc rete oh Hae GaSe i $ 50.00 
In matters involving disorderly persons and where trials are involv ed .. 100.00 
In Matters involving domestic relations for first appearance ........ 50.00 


(Any other appearances as determined by the attorney and 
his client) 
It must be explained that these fees are only for appearances 
in the Municipal or Domestic Relations Court. Stenographic 
fees, investigation fees and so forth are not included in 
the above fee schedule. 
Appearances in County Court on Criminal Matters, charge is .......... 350.00 
(this includes preparation of pleadings, brief and so forth plus 
a per diem rate of $150.00 in the event of trial.) 


FORECLOSURE ACTIONS 


Mortgage Foreclosure Suits, Disbursements and taxed costs plus fee of . $300.00 
Market Value Proceedings, Disbursements plus fee of ................ 150.00 
Objection to Confirmation of Foreclosure Sale, Disbursements plus fee of 100.00 


MISCELLANEOUS 


Change of Name, Disbursements plus fee of ...............-..-00005- $150.00 
Service or Consultation Fee of not less than ........... 25.00 per hour 


MINIMUM FEES COMMITTEE 


Nathan J. Littauer, Chairman Samuel L. Hirschberg 
Jesse Moskowitz Samuel Barnes 
Mario M. Polcari, Secretary Calvin Koch 
Samuel Solomon Archie Usdin 
Marcel Wagner Dominick V. Daniels 
Joseph S. E. Verga Morris Pajonk 
Lawrence E. Florio Salvatore J. Vuocolo 
Bernard German Daniel F. DeLear 
Frank J. Guarini Charles N. Kors 
Samuel Lanzet S. H. Kantrowitz 
Theodore Rabinowitz 
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Policing of ied ecient at N.Y. Meeting 


Bar Group, Defense Aid Disagree 


NEW YORK (ACCN)—A sub- 
committee of the New York 
State Bar Assn. and a represen- 


tative of the defense department 
differ on whether the govern- 
ment should press for an inter- 
national agreement to “police” 
the use of outer space. 

An appeal for prompt plan- 
ning to hold an international 
conference for the adoption of 
a treaty was made by William 
A. Hyman, chairman of the sub- 
committee on air space of the 
State Bar Assn. Hyman is an 
authority on aeronautical law. 


Roy W. Johnson, director of 
the advanced research project 
agency of the defense depart- 
ment, which deals with outer 
space matters, urged the law- 
yers to go slow. He expressed 
preference for a gradual ap- 


proach, dealing with individual 
problems as they come up. 

The meeting was held at the 
Roosevelt Hotel under the spon- 
sorship of the Hyman subcom- 
mittee to consider the legal 
problems of Space travel and 
related topics. It was attended 
by lawyers and others interested 
in space problems. 

“Since it appears clearly now 
that we are dealing with an 
area where existing rules of 
vesting sovereignty and owner- 
ship cannot be followed,” Hyman 
said, “it is incumbent upon all 
to avoid unnecessary conflict 


—We Cooperate With Atterneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 
FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 
Newark 2, N. J. 
MArket 3-3213-4 











ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THe ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 











Fire Adjusting 


SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 
786 Broad St., Newark 2 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 








A SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
HOME INSPECTION 
CONSULTANTS of N. J. 


A Professional Engineers report 
on the structural and mechanical features 
of a home, store, factory, or plant 
Moder chure on request 
6 Banta Place, Hackensack, N. J. 
Dlamond 2-2246 


ate fee Broce 











by establishing through an in- 
ternational agreement the basis 
for recognition or non-recogni- 
tion of claims of sovereignty.” 

Hyman called for cooperation 
among diplomats, scientists and 
lawyers to alert the public to 
“the seriousness of the situation 
presented by the unsolved prob- 
lems and unguarded positions 
against the dangers in outer 
space.” 

He said it was vital to take 
“adequate measures before any 
catastrophe” like Pearl Harbor 
should occur. 

According to Hyman, if pros- 
pective space launchings are not 
regulated ‘‘the traffic congestion 
in outer space will make it an- 
other Times Square, but without 
regulation, control or any rem- 
edy for damage to life, person, 
property or rights of sover- 
eignty.” 

Johnson said the development 
of space law should accompany 
the development of space ‘“‘capa- 
bility.” 

Each of the several problems 
confronting us must be handled 
separately until a sufficient body 
of practice can be built up for 
otherwise generalization and 
otherwise formal agreement,” he 
asserted, “I cannot believe we 
have yet achieved the knowledge 
necessary to paint with a broad 
brush.” 

He said he and other lawyers 
were working for the day when 
international law would govern 
world affairs, but added, 
cannot live in it before it 
arrived.” 

Johnson also said that any 
space law should “accomodate” 
the security problem of the U.S. 
This country has no military of- 
fensive objectives in space, he 
explained, but must have space 
weapons for defensive and war- 
deterrent reasons. 

While we have 
to carry out this task, 
on, “we have no reason 
frightened.” 

“Our programs have been 
devised to achieve full operation- 
al readiness during the 1960-62 
period,” he added. 

P. K. Roy of India, director 
of the legal bureau of the Inter- 
national Civil Aviation organi- 
zation, also spoke. He suggested 
that international law on outer 
space might develop along lines 
similar to the development of 
national aviation law. 


“we 


has 


“every reason 
” he went 
to be 


Announcement 


Abraham H. Gottlieb and 
Mortimer Neuman are moving 


their offices to 921 Bergen Ave., 
Jersey City, Room 425 





The American Insurance Company 
OF NEWARK, N. J. 


4 New Jersey Corporation 
FIDUCIARY & COLRT BONDS 


— Newark Branch Ottice — 


15 nC ST. 


_ venboaat 4-2300 








Diamond 2-1677 


DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY. 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. 
use of our hearing room. Parking nearby. 
NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack, N. J. 


No charge, of course, for 


Leonard W. Meyer 

















Courts. 
standing. 
Courts. 


Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
BLDG., 











Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


CERTIFICATES of regularity of proceedings or corporate 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 





TRENTO: 
NEWARK 2, N. J. Tel. EXport 6-8439 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 


Federal Tax Notes 





by Harold Kamens 
REFUND: sanpayers claimed 
a refund for 1947 based on a net 
operating carryback from 
1949. The loss allegedly arose in 
their auto sales partnership, but 
— records of the partnership 
> all 
“Held: Since the 
substantiated, the 
allowed. Gregory, 
10 29/57. 
INTEREST EXPENSE: Tax- 
payer, a real estate corporation, 
borrowed from banks on the 
security of its land and also 
issued subordinate obligations to 
builders improving these lands. 
While these builders’ notes pro- 
vided for interest from the date 
of execution, no interest would 
be payable until the indebted- 
ness to the bank was entirely 
paid. 


Held: 


loss 






loss cannot b 
refund is not 
DC Ariz., 


While the bank indebt- 
edness is outstanding, there is 
no liability for interest on the 
builders’ notes and none can be 
accrued. Guardian Investment 
Co., DC Tex., 5/9/57. 

GROSS ESTATE: Decedent’s 
contract with his employer pro- 
vided that upon his separation 
from employment or death, spe- 
cified sums were to be paid him 
or his estate annually for a per- 
iod of fifteen years. The em- 
ployer’s obligation, however, was 
contingent upon the decedent’s 
continuing to fulfill certain con- 
ditions of his employment dur- 
ing his lifetime. The adminis- 
tratrix of his estate contends 
that, because the payments were 
thus contingent, they possessed 
no market value immediately 
prior to death and were conse- 
quently not subject to estate tax. 

Held: The estate tax attaches 
at the moment of death, and the 
decedent's assets are to be val- 
ued as of that time or immedi- 
ately thereafter. Since the con- 
tract rights were then vested, 
their commuted value is includ- 
ible in decedent’s gross estate. 

lum Estate (Goodman, Ex’r), 
cert. den. 10/14 57. 

GIFT: Taxpayer’s husband 
was the former president and 
chairman of the board of di- 
rectors of a family owned cor- 
poration. When he died in Feb- 
ruary, the corporation paid tax- 
payer an amount equal to his 
salary for the remainder of the 
year. It treated it on its books 
and returns as Salary. 

Held: On evidence of the in- 
tent of the directors to make a 
gift, said payment was a gift and 
not income. Nixon, DC Tenn., 
8/18/57. 

GIFT: Taxpayer's husband 
was an officer, stockholder and 
director of a corporation. He 
owned less than 1% of the stock 
of the company. Upon his death, 
the corporation paid her some 
$34,000, an amount equal to nine 
months’ salary of her late hus- 
band, in accord with the policy, 
adopted some five years previ- 
ously, of paying nine months 
salary to the widows of its high- 
er officers. However, the corpo- 
ration was under no legal obli- 
gation to pay a death benefit. 

Held: The corporation intend- 
ed to make a gift and, therefore, 
the payment is not income to 
taxpayer. Simpson, DC _ IIl., 
11/29/51. 

INTEREST ON CARRYBACK: 
In 1944, taxpayer filed a claim 
for refund of 1941 excess profits 
tax based on carryback of an 
unused excess profits credit for 
1943. On examination, a revenue 
agent determined there was also 
an unused credit for 1942 which 
he applied against the 1941 tax. 
The statute provides for interest 
on a carryback refund com- 
mencing one year after a refund 
claim is filed. 

Held: Taxpayer’s claim, though 


| based on a carryback from the 
| wrong year, is sufficient to start 
| the running of interest because 


it properly advised the Service 
of a claim for refund of 1941 
jtax and 


the reason therefor. 


U. S. Pipe & Foundry Ct. 
Clms., 10/9/57. 

90-DAY NOTICE OF DEFI- 
CIENCY: Some time prior to 
1956 taxpayer filed a power of 
attorney with the Commissioner 
requesting that all communica- 
ions with reference to 1951 be 
sent to their attorneys. On 2- 
11-57, the Commissioner sent 
taxpayer a statutory notice of 
deficiency for 1951 but failed to 
send a copy of the statement to 
the attorneys. More than 90 days 
later, on 8/19/57, taxpayer moved 
for leave to file a petition. 

Held: The failure to follow tax- 
payer’s request and send a copy 
of the notice to the attorneys 
in no way affects the 90-day 
period in which a Tax Court 
petition must be filed. Since the 
petition wasn’t filed within the 
90-day period, it is untimely and 
can’t be considered. Allen, 29 
TC No.:15: 

FRAUD 


Co., 


PENALTIES: Tax- 
payer’s only source of income 
during the taxable years was 
from a watch business for which 
he kept adequate books and 
records reflecting all transac- 
tions. The Commissioner’s re- 
construction of taxpayer’s in- 
come was by use of bank de- 
posits. 

Held: Taxpayer made _ proof 
that the “unexplained” deposits 
were made from funds brought 
with him when he immigrated to 
the U.S. in 1933. The fraud pen- 
alties are rejected. Damski, 29 
LC Wo: 4. 

FRAUD PENALTIES: Taxpay- 
er was engaged as a “betting 
commissioner” in violation of 
both state and local law. He 
failed to maintain any perman- 
ent records reflecting his gamb- 
ling operations, and the Com- 
missioner used the bank deposit 
method to reconstruct his in- 
come. 

Held: Commissioner’s method 
is not arbitrary nor invalid. Tax- 
payer is allowed gambling losses 
only to the extent of his gains. 
Fraud penalties are sustained 
after a finding that the under- 
statements of income were due 
to a fraudulent intent to evade 
taxes. Cohen, TCM 1957-172. 

Rev. Rul. 58-453: TRADE OR 
BUSINESS EXPENSES: An em- 
ployee who pays or incurs or- 
dinary and necessary business 
expenses for travel (including 
meals and lodging) and trans- 
portation for which he is paid 
a fixed mileage allowance or a 
per diem allowance in lieu of 
Subsistence at rates not in ex- 
cess of 125 percent of the max- 
imum mileage rates or per diem 
rates authorized to be paid by 
the Federal Government in the 
locality in which the travel is 
performed will be deemed to 
have been required to account 
to his employer for such ex- 
penses for purposes of section 


1. 162-17(b) of the Income Tax 
Regulations. 
FAMILY PARTNERSHIP: In 


1940, taxpayer created a partner- 
ship of his wife, his wife as 
trustee for his minor children, 
and himself, to run a grocery 
business. In 1946 the business 
was reorganized into two part- 
nerships and a corporation. 
Held: The parties intended to 
create a bona fide partnership. 
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November 14, 1958 STATE OF > STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
\RTMENT OF SSEPH M. DOWLING; his heirs, sees OF s MELTZER, de- DEPARTMENT DiVPARTMENT OF STATE 
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Pala g ° W ress is <4 { I s ! s the subscriber “Tima 1 the stock 
s 0S x Ne s swer 1 claims and rs, deposited in my office that s, deposited in my olifice that 
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s N g ting rging| TU WHOM IT May INCERN State of the State of Stat i State o w Jersey, Do Hereby 
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N ‘ ses. ¥ ao t tl ( rt at the! pPichte: la if Fou 
{ g , S . Jersey, On the} my oft y execut 1 ea 
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| LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERS! c¥ 
DEVARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFI ATE OF DISSOLU TION 













Jo all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetin y | 
WHER appears to my satisfaction. | 

by di icated record of the proce 

ngs the juntary diss ion thereof 
s of the stock 





‘ my office that 
UDINSPIIEND. BkOS INC 
t ¢ t 





State of the State of 
Certify that the saic 
Twelfth day of } 
attested consent 





my office a duly exec 

in writing to the dis tion of said cor- | 
poration, exe cuted the stockholders | 
thereof, hich saic and the record 1% 
of the dings are now on file 









said oiice as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Twelfth day of November, 

(Seal) A.D)., one thousand nine hundred 
and fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Nov. 20, 27, Dec. 4 


in my 





TAKE NOTICE that 1 aE ur pide ceil will 
apply to the Essex County ourt, Law 
Division, on the 10th day of December, 1958, 
at 2 o'clock in the afternoon at the Court 
House in the City of Newark, New Jersey 
for a judgment authorizing her to assume 
the name of BARBARA ANN CONERTY. 
tarbara Ann McGee, by her 
Guardian Ad Litem and Natural 
Parent, Florence Martin Conerty 
45 Commonwealth Avenue, 
Newark, New Jersey 

William P. Michals, Esq 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

205 Kearny Avenue 

New Jersey 

13, 20, 





Dec. 4 $12.60 





EST ATE OF SOPHIE HOLC ‘OMB, deceased. 
NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 
Notice is hereby given that the accounts 
of the subscriber, Executor of the Last Will 
and Testament of SOPHIE HOLCOMB, de- 
ceased, will be audited and stated by the 
Surrogate and reported for settlement to the 
Essex County ‘‘ourt, Probate Division, on 
Tuesday, the 16th day of December next. 
Dated: November 3, 1958 
TIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
+ COMPANY OF NEWARK 
,OODWIN, Attorney 
507 Orange Street 
Newark 7, N. J. 
L.J Nov. 13, 20, 27, Dee. 4, 11 








Dated: November 3, 1958 
ESTATE OF CHARLES H. CLARK, deceased 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under o#th or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
ISABEL JACKSON PERSON 
FRED FREEMAN, Attorney 
24 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
J Nov. 13, 20, 27, Dec. 4, 11 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

Crreeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the p 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holéers deposited in my office that 
NEWARK MODEL LAUNDRY COMP ANY 
a corporation of State, whose 
g No. 280 8S 
Street, in the City of Newark, County 
sex, State of New Jersey (Joseph Pionski, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), har 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEKEFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of November, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent | 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor | 
poration. executed by all the stockholders | 
thereof, which said consent and the record 











TE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 





To all to whom these presents may com: 


dissolution thereof 





» agent therein and in « 





State of New Jersey, 
that the amid beads d 











gp Ascesne- ings aforesaid are 


5 


whom these presents may come 


, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the 


unanimous consent 
NICHOLSON AND 


a corporation of this 


served), has complied with the requirements 
preliminary to the 
» State of New Jersey, 3 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the | 
duly executed and attested consent 
said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office as provided by 


set my hand and af- 





‘E OF NEW JERSEY 


STATE OF NEW oe 


] DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 


| To all to whom theese preacnts may come, 


Greeting 


the voluntary 







-d in my 





thereof, u : proce 








mi 


er ate of 
THEREFORE, 





State of the State of New Jersey 
tify that the said ¢ rporation did, 





I 1 day f November ¢ 
y exe ute d and 
a to the dissolutic 
wr cuted by all 
the which said consent and 





f tie proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
my said office as provided l 
IN TESTIMONY 


have hereto set 
fixed my official 
+ 7 } rd « of 





thousand 





iifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
iar ag of 8tate. 


1 N 20 


MIATE OF NEW JPRSEY 
VEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF 


Tc all to whom these oresenta may come 


Greeting 


WHEREAS It appears to my aatisfactio: 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary 
by the unanimous consent 
holders, deposited tn my 


TEN WEST HENRY 
a corporation of this State, 
ated at No. 129 North 





City of Linden 
New Jersey 





yelne the , age nt therein and my 


upon "hor, process may 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said a did, on the 


Third day of November, 


office a duly executed and “attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


poration, executed by all 


thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided 


IN TESTIMONY 


have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official 


this Third day of November, 


(Seal) one thousand 
fifty-eight. 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


LJ Nov. 13, 20, 27 
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WHEREAS, It appears t 
authenticated record 











nanimeus consent 





UCTS COMP NY. 













require ments 
“Tai, ¢ I 











Diss« eel mn. 
























cor ntinuation thereof 



























of the pro of 
on the application of 
Executor of said deceased, 
hereby given to the 





against the estate of said deceased, 


from prosecuting or 
against the subscriber. 








‘ounty Court on the 10th day 


FR E Die ICK DWIGHT GONZALES, 

















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ST: 5 
DISSOLUTION 

presents may come 


CERTIFICATE OF 

To all evi whom these 
Greetin 

WHER i It apr 

















axent therein and ine harge 





comrdina’ 


pauns the said ee 





of the proceedings afore sai d 








of the proceedings aforesaid gre now on file 
in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Fifth day of November, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and | 


fifty-eight. | hy duly authenticated 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, ings 
hy 

J Nov. 13, 20, 27 $21.60 | holders 


Secretary of State. 











appli 


—————- HUDSON 


Dated: October 27, 1958 

ESTATE OF JOSEPH KATZ, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADKIAN M 
FOLEY, JR Surrogate of the County of 





Fssex, this dsy made, on the application of | State ? ] 
heing the agent therein and in ¢ 


the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased 
notice {s hereby given to the creditors of | 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 


demands ayainst the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date. or they 
w'll be forever barred from prosecuting or 


recovering the same against the subscriber | State 


MOLLIE F. KATZ 


17 Academy Street 
Newark 2, N. J 
s.J Oct 


TAKE NoTIC E that 

apply to the Mercer C y Court on Decem- 
ber 5 1958 at ten o ck in the forenoon 
as soon ther ‘ter as tlhe matter may be 
heard, at the © ‘ourt House, Trenton, 





un lersi gned will 









New Jersey, for ¢ ment authorizing Joel 
ockle assume the name Joel Ottobre. 





Ste la Locklear, natural | 
tardi jan of Joel Loc klear, 





§ TE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


whom these presents may come 


It appears to my satisfaction 
record of the proceed 





‘omplied with the requirements 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and | Corporations, G 


Now THEREFORE. 
of the State of New Jersey, 
‘ertify that the sa#id corporatior 
LASSER & LASSER, Attorneys | Sixth rf N » 195 
executed and attested 
- in 
studs Nov. 6, 138, 20, 7 noration, 
— thereof, 
proceedings aforesaid are now 
'n my said office as provided 1 


set my hand and | af- 





by duly saa entice 











Statutes of New Jersey, 
issuing of this Certificate 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, 


State of the State of New Jersey, 
| Certify that the said cory ~orat 4 n di d 


day if November 





uted by a 









STIMONY 
have hereto set 
i official 
day 





(Seal) » thousand nine 


fifty -eight 


EDWARD J PATTEN, 


Secre tary of State. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 8 » 








ars to my satisfaction 
record o 
























being the agent therein and in ec} ares 
upon ation 
lied wi ith the requirements 





prattatiary to the 





f thi a 
NOW the State of Ni 











duly executed ant ‘attested consent 
te the dissolution i 









‘which said consent and 
gs aforesaid 
as provided br 





eedings aforesaid are now 




















La Nov ‘13 20, 27 
STATE OF NEW 
DEPARTMENT OF ST: Y 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents 
Greeting 
w HERE AS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the voluntary Olu 
by the unanimous consent at 
helders. deposited in mv 


( *RAHAM- HAMIT PON 


a corporat this 





the City f Passaic. Count 


Stat f New Je Tsey 
being the agent therein 


thereof. upon whom process may be served). 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
of Revised Statutes 


14, Corporations, General 
~ New J Toh} preli 








NOW, THEREFORE, 1 


| "tate of the State of New 
rtify that the said ¢ rporat! on did 










cuted by all 





IN TE STIMONY 
ereto set 
omy offic age 








oe ni 


Seal) one 


tfty-eight 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretars f State. 


L.J.—-Nov. 13, 20, 27 








ricE OF SETTLEMEN 


- | 
TATE OF w ILLI AM NOBL LETT, ¢ deceased. 
reby given that the ac ae of | 





deceased, will be andited and stated by the 


Essex County Court, Probate Division, on 
Tuesday. the 9th day of December next, and 
lieation will also be made for a Judgment 








of Di 

ROBERT DEAN MORRISON 
RIKER, EMERY & DANZIG, Attorneys FREDERICK 
744 Broad Street 6 § 


Newark 2. N. J South Orange, 
L.J.—Nov. 6, 13, 20, 27, Dec. 4 L.d 


27 $8.19 | LJ. 


ESTATE 


ers, Executors of the Last Will | FOLEY, 

and Testament of WILLIAM NOBLETT, | Essex, on the application of 

the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas 

Surrogate and reported for settlement to the ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
| 


said deceased, 
nnder 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 


stribution. within six months from this date. 
Dated: October 30, 1958 will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
ELMER L. STROUSE recovering the same against the subscriber. 





Dated 


ESTATE OF PETER P. KL EIS 


Pursuant to the order 


FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Fssex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased 


notice is hereby given to 


said deceased, to exhibit to the subecriber 


inder oath or affirmation, 


n 
demands against the estate of said deceased, | 
this 
will be forever barred from prosecuting od 
recovering the same against 

MARIE KLEIN 
CHARLES HANDLER, Attorney 


within six months from 


1180 Raymond  ceatieccs 
houeek a ae ee 
L.J.—Nov. 6 is, 20, 27, 


























te of Dissolution 





a sso te Ta 


said consent “and the record 
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Pursuant to the order of AURIAN M. 
a FULEY, JB., Surrogate of the County of 
7 sex, this day made, on the application of 
undersigned, Executor of said deceas 
ed, potice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
der oath or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
witnin six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
KENNETH Bb. DATI 
SCHBACH & DUFFY, Att 8 
. Sees 
) N 
z ( 
ia 
~ B = k 
s 
) N ~ 
x 1 4 
N TESTIMONY 
Mav ne set 
nx I 
) » J. PATI 
2 27, 2 4 2 
ATI NEW J Ss 
oe S NT OF § 
FICATI IF DIsst 
g n p 
REAS, It ay s 
™ exe ] 
ex ted d 
ba x h sa s t 
po j ~ ping fnggerion 
IN I CTIMONY W I 
¢ 
) 
WAR E Pal 
( 7 ’ 4 2 
Py s NEW J S 
Ip ‘ OF S 
arv f ) ] ~s 
‘ o p r 
AS, It 
n # ' 2 \ 
PET MUSIC ¢ 
. + } \ 4 ~ 
r New Jers H. § 
7 XE ted + Pr 
. said . 
me - T 
\ I 
ff r s 
this 7 ' i 
fifty-eicht 
WARD J. PATTI 
¢ ¢ 
} r 
te of New Jer Abr Es 
. 2 gent therein 2 ¢ 
_— 
T 















‘PATTEN 
State. 


4 











STATE OF 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 


to 







NEW JERSEY 

OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come 


It appears to my satisfaction, 


record of the proceed- 
ntary dissolution thereof 
consent of ail the stock- 
my office that 


in 





may 


to 
olution. 
the 





Jersey, Do Hereby 
J 1 rporation did, on the/| 

t ] 158 in 

my office a duly executed and attested consent 
pb writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
wratio executed C ai the stockholders 
reof hich said consent and the record 
the proceedings aforesaid are ig ol on file 

my said office as provided by 
1 TESTIMONY WHEREOF, } 
hereto hand and af 


at 





























be 
lirements 
tevised 
the 


Secretary 
















served), 


of Title 


issuing 





Trenton 











ARM \LTIES, IN 
( ( ( 
\ HEI o : Ss t 
St the St ‘ew J »” H 
‘ « 
X¢ 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREO I 
ke ton } 
x r r sea é t 
Tw g d Oo 
p PATI 
z 20, 27, D 4 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
o ail to whom these vresents may come 
(ireeting 
WHEREAS ) my satisfactior 
1u } i of the proceed 
xe ssolution there 
y t f ail the stock 
a0 ce that 
L IN 
r f s 8 whose pr pal 
ss at N Chest t S t 
City f Newa y f Essex 
- New Jer I ry J Ii Sabat 
yeing the agent there! b aD 1d in charge thereof 
pon wb I ess be served) has 
=| | re f Title 14 
y)rporat ral, d Statutes 
f 2 reliminar to ¢t issuing 
° thie Certificate ¢ Dissolut 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Se yf 
State of the State of New Jersey b 
ertify that the said c¢ ration did » 
‘ Saget pee Rep 1958 file ¥ 
y exe nd attested 
to the dissolution of s I 
executed by all the stockholders 
) f. which ssid ant and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF ] 
rave heret et my hand and af 
fixed mr offf al. at Trentor 
thic ¢ la Sovembher. A.D 
Sea € thousand nine hundred and 
EDW “ARD J. PATTEN 
ecrefaru of State 
* ° O° $21.80 
ao OF NEW JERSEY 
EPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERT! FICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 


record of 


diss 


authenticated 
the 





voluntary 





ail 





¥ David 
and 

may be 
quire ments 


in 


to 





NOW 


State of 


THEREF ORE, I 

the State of New Jersey 

hat the said 
of N 


ertify e 





executed 











the 
ution 


the 


proceed 
theres’ 
atock 


ffi a 
OMP ANY 


in charge thers 
serve 
of Title 
of evised 


the 


the Secretary 
To Her 


did 





i) 


Statutes 
issuing 


of 


attested consent 


Statutes 


of | 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
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Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
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ALEXANDER MacG OW AN, October 30, 1952 
FELMLY, deceased 
order of ADRIAN M 
FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made. on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrix of said deccased 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
onder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
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j EDNA E. FELMLY 

GOWAN |} LINDABURY, McCORMICK & 
D, Atte | ESTABROOK, Attorneys 
|} 333 No. Broad Street 

Elizabeth. N. J 
L.3.—Nov. 13, 


Dated 
ESTATE MOSES L 
Pursvant to the 


OF 











deceased, 
ditors of 
he subscribers 
claims and} 
deceased, | 


re 


} 
said 
this date 
prosec 


I 
ibscribers. 





GOWAN 





BENNETT & SHEI rne, 





20, 27, Dee 13 





4, 


Boulevard, | 


of Revised Statutes | 


cor-; 1 


$21.60 | 


forever barred from prosecuting or | 


NEW JERSEY 
OF STATE 
DISSOLUTION 
may ¢ 


STATE OF 
DiEvyARTMENT 
Cc ERTIFICATE OF 
whom these 


sents sme, 


wm 


, tu re 
Greeting: 
WiikinaAs, 


autieh 


satisfaction 
proceed- 


tl 


It 
Liculed 
Vo.untary 


appears to my 
record ol the 
dissvlulion reot 


ub 





ail 
that 
CORP. 


musenut ol 





ous « 
thice 
KiNG 


my 
NG 


deposited 
Webi 


princip 
Street, 


lessex 


via 





ther 


1 charge lu 








compl ie 
Corpy 


il Kevised 
tot New 





issulng 


tue 


J 





ot tis ¢ ilicule ol 
NOW, 
tute 
uy t 


THEREFORE, 0 


State of New 
the corpor 


“retary 
Do Ht 








reby 
the 
in 


ol the 





iat Said 
Novel 
ited a 


dissoluti 





Ly exes 
to the 
ited 





| por by 


und the record 
how on 


hich 
ceedlbes 
ottice us previ 
PeSTIMONY 
hereto set 

my ollicial 
Lent day 
A V., ohe thousand 
aud fifty-eigit. 
LDWAKWD J 


| Secreta) 


are tile 

a by 
W iil Ik : OF, 
hand and 
t ire 





said 
IN 
huve 
bx 1 


his 


my 
I 

at- 
iton, 





(Seal) hime 





PATTEN, 





20, 27 $21.60 


Ni 
Ni OF 


Ul 


STATE ol 
VPARIME 
ICATE 


mm_=iL hese 





and 
d are 


jich said ce el 
the proceedings 
said vflice provided 
IN PESTIMONS 


have hereto set 








aloresial now on 
by iaw 
WHERLOF, I 
n and 
‘Tre 





D., one th 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J 

f 


(Seal) 


PATTEN 


State 


21 


60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEVARTMENT OF \'l 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLI 
To all to whom these presents mn 
tin 
WHERI 


ol 


Ie 
TION 
ly 


come 








SAK 
ROO 
4a corporat I th Stat vhos principal 


j \ AN ai I ) 











THER 


EFORE I, th 




































pa the 


ens ; 


nD 
porch sere 


particr 
re; 17 full 
f the Judgment 
said sale the sum of 
Seven Hundred Thirty-six 
hty-three Cents ($8,736.83), 
the costs of this sale. 

Jersey, November 10, 
NEIL G “FY 
& 


amount o 


is 


| 
| 
| 


|X 1958. 
Sherif*. 
Attys 
$44.73 








Page Twelve 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 27, 1958 


81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 608 




















Bankruptcies 
The names of the Keferees are abbreviate 
as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg 
ALLENSPACH, George, ind. & t/a Vermont 
Market, 305 Vern e., Irvington 
lia $4,537.72 Asse $6.05 
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Title Forum 


Maurice A. Silver, President of 
the New Jersey Title Insurance 
Association, announces another 
Title Forum to be held in the 
auditorium of the new Mutual 
Benefit Life Insurance Company 
building at 520 Broad Street, 
Newark, New Jersey on Thurs- 
day, December 4, 1958, from 3:15 
to 5:15 P. M. 


The Moderator of the Title 
Forum will be Andrew Holl, As- 
sociate Counsel of The Mutual 
Benefit Life Insurance Company. 

The panel of title specialists 
will consist of: Russell A. Far- 
rington, Jr., of Franklin Title 
Insurance Company; Denis W. 
Maloney, of Title Guarantee and 
Trust Company; Max Schwartz, 
of Lawyers-Clinton Title Insur- 
ance Company of New Jersey, 
and Henry P. Witt, of New Jer- 
sey Realty Title Insurance Com- 
pany. 

By way of innovation, the title 
panel will be augmented by John 
J. McCloskey and Harrison B. 
Johnson, members of the bar, 
who will present the viewpoint 
of the practising lawyers anent 
the problems posed to the title 
panel. 

All lawyers and other persons 
interested in real title problems 
are invited to attend this Title 
Forum. It is suggested that ques- 
tions to be submitted to the 
panel be mailed in advance to 
the Forum Chairman, Walter A. 
Sprouls, New Jersey Realty Title 
Insurance Company, 830 Broad 
Street, Newark 1, N. J. 
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Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 


offices. 


Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) 
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Vermont and Oregon 
Bars Approve Client 
Indemnity Funds 


Two state bar associations—at 
opposite ends of the country— 
have voted in favor of establish- 
client urity funds to in- 
demnify clients from losses re- 
sulting from an attorney’s de- 
falcation. At annual meetings 
held within a week of each other, 
the Vermont and Oregon State 
Bars became the first in the 
nation to take this step. 

The Vermont Bar Association, 
a voluntary organization, took 
the action at the recommenda- 
tion of its Board of Managers. 
The vote was unanimous to em- 
power the Board to enter into a 
contract with a Vermont insur- 


in 


ing sec y 
r 


ance company for a_ blanket 
policy covering every practicing 
lawyer in the state, whether or 


not he is a member of the state 
bar association. The policy would 
indemnify individual clients for 
gregate liability 
ance company of $100,000. The 
insurance premiums would be 
paid by the state bar. A meeting 
»9f the Board of Managers was 
scheduled Oct. 31 conclude 
inal details of the contract. 

The action of the Oregon State 
Rar, which is an integrated bar, 
will not become effective unless 
the legislature enacts the 
necessary enabling legislation in 


on the insur- 


to 


++ 
state 


the session convening in Jan- 
uary. However, the members of 
the state bar, at their conven- 


tion voted to recommend enact- 
ment of a bill under which each 
lawyer in the state would pay 
$15 yearly, in addition to regular 






bar dues, into a fund to be 
known as “The Indemnity Fund 
of the Oregon State Bar.” The 
fund would be bolstered by a 
$100,000 surety bond, and the 
indemnity program would be 
administered by the Board of 
Governors of the State bar. 
] R. Jack, of Oregon City, 


president of the Oregon 
immediate past presi- 
of the National Conference 
was chairman 





dent 
of Bar Presidents, 
f the committee which has been 


Ol 


advocating the indemnity fund 





N.Y. Co. Lawyers Ass'n 
Ethics Opinions 


QUESTION NO. 469 
ADVERTISING, PROPRIETY OF 
CIRCULATING ANNOUNCE- 
MENT OF SPECIALIZED 
SERVICE IN ADMIRALTY 
CASES 
Is it ethical for a firm of at- 








torneys to circulate the follow- 
ing announcement to the pro- 
fession offering ir services 


as of counsel in 
Admiralty? 
“Oar & ‘B’ 
Proctors in Admiralty 
(Street) 
New York City 
take pleasure in announcing 
to the profession their avail- 
ability as 
OF COUNSEL 
in matters pertaining to the 
adjustment and litigation of 
cases in the field of maritime 
negligence. 


A. A. 

B. B. (Telephone)” 
C. C. 

ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 


469 
The announcement is not ob- 
jectionable under the provisions 
of Canon 46 of the Canons of 


Professional Ethics providing 
that where a lawyer is 


engaged in rendering a Sspecial- 
ized legal service directly and 
only to other lawyers, a brief, 
dignified notice of that fact, 
couched in language indicating 
that it is addressed to lawyers, 
inserted in legal periodicals and 
like publications where it will 
afford convenient and beneficial 
information to lawyers desiring 
to obtain such service, is not 
improper. 

The proposed announcement 
is approved. 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
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step for the last three years. 
Meanwhile, the special Amer- 
ican Bar Association committee 
on cli security funds an- 
prepared ques- 
assemble detailed 
1 the operation of 
in England and 
other English-speaking countries 
where they have been in opera- 
tion for a number of years. Theo- 
dore Voorhees of Philadelphia, 
chairman of the committee, said 
the Institute of Judicial Admin- 
istration, had agreed to assist 
the committee in this survey, 
which was authorized by the 
House of Delegates at the an- 

naul meeting in Los Angeles. 


e 
e 





nas 







EMPLOYMENT WANTED 























FOR SALE 





2 ESTABLISHED ATTORNEYS COMBINI 


s Ww - eom ts 












A ec | ~ Pra 

= ites Annotated. UNion 7-6511. 
"OFFICE SPACE WANTED 
YOUNG ATTORNEY SEEKS OFFICE SI 


SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 





HANDWRITING EXPERT, 
i -d documents, J. Howard 
York 38, FE. 






New 


EXAMINER. 





ar Ow! fi 
Box 598 
( NEALOGY HEIRS LOCATED 
leeds Com te a vit of ir 
4 1 Wills Per as 
i B. Har € kK 
x Ns. I 6s 
\ \ ) ENT X 
x eat 
} s S 
7 N ( 





CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N.J 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 








ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 

U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
Chamber of Commerce Bidg., 

24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J 
Mitchell 3-6136 











NORMAN N. POPPER 
REGISTERED PATENT 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 


Mitchell 2-1406 
Services available to attorneys only 
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TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
Serving New Jersey « Organized 1928 


CaMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Brounswick 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-7875 
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